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Applicable  or  Relevant  and  Appropriate  Requirement  (ARAR).  Cleanup  standards,  standards  of 
control,  and  other  environmental  protection  requirements,  criteria,  or  limitations  promulgated  in  federal 
or  state  regulations  that  define  remedial  action  requirements  at  CERCLA  sites. 

Area  Requiring  Environmental  Evaluation  (AREE).  Individual  site,  multiple  sites  or  program  area 
identified  through  an  environmental  assessment  or  site  investigation  as  a  potential  threat  to  human 
health  or  the  environment  which  requires  further  investigation. 

BRAC  Cleanup  Team  (BCT).  Team  formed  to  manage  environmental  programs  for  BRAC 
installations  consisting  of  a  U.S.  Army  installation  representative,  USEPA  region  representative,  and 
state  environmental  agency  representative. 

Base  Environmental  Coordinator  (BEC).  U.S.  Army  representative  of  the  BCT. 

Base  Closure  and  Realignment  Act  (BRAC  Act).  The  Base  Closure  and  Realignment  Act  of  1988 
(P.L.  100-526,  102  Stat.  2623)  (BRAC  88  or  BRAC  I)  and  the  Defense  Base  Closure  and 
Realignment  Act  of  1990  (P.L.  101-0510,  104  Stat.  1808)  ^RAC  91,  93,  95)  which  legislated  the 
closure  or  realignment  of  military  bases. 

Base  Transition  Coordinator  (BTC).  DOD  representative  who  serves  as  the  primary  point  of 
contact  for  the  public  at  a  BRAC  installation  and  assists  in  disposal  and  reuse  planning  and 
coordination  for  the  property. 

Comprehensive  Environmental  Response,  Compensation  and  Liability  Act  (CERCLA)  (1980). 

Otherwise  known  as  Superfund;  provides  for  liability,  compensation,  cleanup  and  emergency  response 
for  hazardous  substances  released  to  the  environment.  It  was  amended  by  the  Superfimd  Amendments 
and  Reauthorization  Act  of  1986  (SARA).  Section  120  of  CERCLA  specifically  addresses  procedures 
to  be  followed  for  federal  facilities  investigation  and  cleanup  including  BRAC  installations.  Section 
120(h)  was  amended  by  the  Community  Environmental  Response  Facilitation  Act  of  1992  (CERFA). 

Community  Environmental  Response  Facilitation  Act  (CERFA).  Amendment  to  CERCLA 
which  established  new  procedures  or  contamination  assessment,  remediation  (cleanup),  and  regulatory 
agency  notification  and  concurrence  for  federal  facility  closures.  CERFA  requires  the  U.S.  Army  to 
identify  uncontaminated  property;  its  primary  goal  is  to  accelerate  the  transfer  of  property  that  can  be 
immediately  reused  and  redeveloped.  The  USAEC  prepared  CERFA  reports  for  all  U.S.  Army  BRAC 
installations.  Included  in  the  report  is  an  environmental  condition  of  property  map  which  classifies 
property  in  four  categories,  CERFA  clean,  excluded,  qualified  and  disqualified. 
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Community  Relations  Plan  (CRP).  Formal  plan  for  community  relations  activities  at  an  NPL  site 
(see  Public  Involvement  and  Response  Plan). 

Corrective  Measures  Study  (CMS).  Third  phase  of  the  RCRA  corrective  action  program  for  a 
facility  consisting  of  the  identification  of  corrective  action  requirements  and  the  evaluation  and 
selection  of  appropriate  remedies  for  these  problems  identified  in  the  RFI.  The  CMA  roughly  equates 
to  the  FS  and  PP  prepared  for  sites  being  investigated  under  CERCLA. 

Decision  Document  (DD).  Document  which  formalizes  the  selection  of  remedial  actions  which  are  to 
be  implemented  at  the  installation.  DDs  are  prepared  for  installations  not  on  the  National  Priorities 
list.  The  DD  corresponds  roughly  to  a  Record  of  Decision  (ROD)  for  an  NPL  site. 

Defense  Environmental  Restoration  Account  (DERA).  Defense  Appropriations  Act  fimding 
mechanism  for  the  DERP IRP  (except  the  BRAC IRP). 

Defense  Environmental  Restoration  Program  (DERP).  Program  established  in  1984  to  promote 
and  coordinate  efforts  for  the  evaluation  and  cleanup  of  contamination  at  Department  of  Defense 
(DOD)  installations.  The  program  currently  includes:  the  Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP), 
under  which  DOD  installation  investigations  and  site  cleanups  are  conducted;  and  Other  Hazardous 
Waste  (OWH)  Operations,  through  which  research,  development  and  demonstration  programs  aimed 
at  improving  remediation  technology  and  reducing  DOD  waste  generation  rates  are  conducted.  DERP 
is  managed  centrally  by  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense.  SARA  provides  continuing  authority 
for  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to  carry  out  this  program  in  consultation  with  the  USEPA  and  in 
compliance  with  CERCLA  and  SARA  guidelines. 

Eariy  Action.  Also  called  an  interim  action.  Early  actions  are  remedial  actions  taken  to  respond  to  an 
immediate  site  threat  or  take  advantage  of  an  opportunity  to  significantly  reduce  risk  quickly.  These 
actions  are  typically  limited  in  scope  and  are  followed  by  other  OU  actions  that  complete  site 
restoration  for  the  long-term.  Examples  of  eariy  or  interim  actions  are  constmction  of  a  temporary 
landfill  cap,  and  removal  of  contaminated  soil  to  prohibit  contamination  of  groimdwater. 

Environmental  Assessment  (EA).  Document  prepared  to  evaluate  the  environmental  impacts  of  a 
federal  action  in  compliance  with  NEPA  when  an  EIS  may  not  be  necessary.  If  the  EA  indicates  that 
there  may  be  negative  impacts  to  the  environment  fi'om  the  proposed  action,  an  EIS  is  required.  If  no 
significant  impact  is  identified  in  the  EA  a  Finding  of  No  Significant  Impact  (FONSI)  is  documented 
and  no  fiorther  evaluation  under  NEPA  is  required. 
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Emergency  Planning  and  Community  Right-to-Know  Act  of  1986  (EPCRA).  Title  DI  of  SARA 
wMch  requires  certain  facilities  to  coordinate  emergency  planning  with  local  and  regional  authorities 
and  prepare  hazardous  material  inventory  and  release  data  (Tier  I  and  n  and  Toxic  Release  Inventory 
Reports).  Executive  Order  12856  signed  August  3,  1993  requires  that  federal  facilities  comply  with 
EPCRA. 

Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIS).  Document  required  by  the  NEPA  which  examines  major 
federal  actions  to  determine  their  impact  on  the  environment.  Installation  disposal  and  reuse  actions 
require  the  preparation  of  NEPA  documentation. 

Environmental  Livestigation/AItematives  Analysis  (EI/AA).  Terminology  used  to  describe  RI/FS 
studies  conducted  at  U.S.  Army  installations  which  are  not  on  the  NPL. 

Explanation  of  Significant  Difference  (ESD).  Document  which  identifies  significant  changes  that 
are  being  made  to  a  component  of  the  remedial  action  remedy  in  a  ROD  or  DD.  If  fimdamental 
changes  are  made  to  the  overall  remedy  they  are  documented  in  a  ROD  or  DD  amendment  and  not  a 
ESD. 

Feasibility  Study  (FS).  CERCLA  environmental  restoration  study  undertaken  to  develop  and 
evaluate  options  for  remedial  action.  Generally  performed  concurrently  with  and  using  data  gathered 
during  the  RI.  The  FS  evaluates  remedial  action  alternatives  based  on  technical  feasibility  and  cost 
effectiveness,  regulatory  requirements,  public  health  effects,  and  environmental  impact. 

Federal  Facility  Agreement  (FFA).  Binding  agreement  between  the  party  responsible  for  cleanup  of 
a  NPL  site  and  the  USEPA  which  formalizes  the  CERCLA  procedures  and  schedules  to  be  followed 
for  the  site. 

Federal  Facility  Site  Restoration  Agreement  (FFSRA).  Binding  agreement  between  the  party 
responsible  for  cleanup  of  a  non-NPL  site  and  the  lead  state  environmental  agency  which  formalizes  the 
fTERCT-A  procedures  and  schedules  to  be  followed  for  the  site.  The  FFSRA  equates  to  a  FFA  for  an 
NPL  site. 

Hazard  Ranking  System  (HRS).  System  established  by  the  USEPA  for  evaluating  contaminated 
^es  based  on  the  potential  hazard  posed  to  public  health  and  the  environment.  The  system  uses  PA/SI 
data  to  gaierate  a  score  ran^g  from  0  to  100  for  each  installation  or  individual  site  evaluated. 
Installations  with  a  score  above  28.5  may  be  included  on  the  NPL. 

Installation  Restoration  Data  Management  Information  System  (ERDMIS).  Database  developed 
by  the  U.S.  Army  and  maintained  by  the  USAEC  to  manage  sampling  and  analysis  data  generated  at 
U.S.  Army  installations  undergoing  environmental  investigation  and  restoration. 
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Installation  Restoration  Program  (GRP).  Program  implemented  under  the  DERP  to  investigate  and 
remediate  DOD  installations.  The  IRP  conforms  with  the  NCP  and  CERCLA  and  applies  guidelines 
promulgated  by  the  USEPA  The  IRP  for  active  installations  is  funded  by  the  DERA,  the  IRP  for 
BRAC  installations  is  funded  through  the  Military  Construction  Act. 

National  Oil  and  Hazardous  Substance  Pollution  Contingency  Plan  (NCP).  Plan  which  provides 
the  organizational  structure  and  procedures  for  preparing  for  and  responding  to  discharges  of  oil  and 
releases  of  hazardous  substances  in  accordance  with  CERCLA  and  the  Clean  Water  Act  (CWA). 
These  procedures  include  the  completion  of  a  Preliminary  Assessment,  Remedial 
Investigation/Feasibility  Study,  Proposed  Plan,  Remedial  Design  and  Remedial  Action. 

National  Environmental  Policy  Act  (NEPA).  Act  passed  in  1970  to  encourage  the  assessment  of 
environmental  impact  in  federal  decision  making  processes. 

National  Pollutant  Discharge  Elimination  System  (NPDES).  USEPA  administered  program 
authorized  by  the  Clean  Water  Act  (CWA)  to  monitor  wastewater  discharges  to  surface  and 
groundwaters.  NPDES  elements  include  industrial  and  sanitary  wastewater  discharge  permitting 
programs  and  storm  water  permitting  programs. 

National  Priority  List  (NPL).  Listing  of  CERCLA  hazardous  substance  release  sites  scoring  28.5  or 
higher  under  the  USEPA  Hazard  Ranking  System.  Such  sites  are  first  proposed  for  NPL  listing. 
Following  a  public  comment  period,  proposed  NPL  sites  may  be  listed  on  the  NPL  or  may  be  deleted 
fi-om  consideration  for  placement  on  the  list.  Regulatory  oversight  for  CERCLA  site  restoration 
actions  at  NPL  installations  is  providai  by  the  USEPA  Such  installations  are  required  to  enter  into  an 
FFA 

Operable  Unit  (OU).  Environmental  restoration  unit  identified  as  part  of  the  CERCLA  environmental 
restoration  process  to  aid  in  the  development  of  a  remedial  action  strategy  for  the  installation. 
Operable  units  may  address  geographical  portions  of  an  installation,  specific  installation  problems, 
initial  phases  of  an  action,  sets  of  actions  performed  over  time  or  concurrent  actions  located  in  different 
portions  of  the  installation. 

Preliminary  Assessment  ^A).  The  first  phase  of  investigation  in  the  CERCLA  environmental 
restoration  process.  The  PA  consists  of  a  review  of  ejdsting  information  and  site  reconnaissance  if 
appropriate,  to  determine  areas  requiring  additional  evaluation  (ARJ^s). 

Proposed  Plan  (PP).  Document  which  identifies  the  preferred  remedial  action  alternative  for  a  site 
and  which  provides  a  brief  summary  of  all  of  the  alternatives  studied  in  the  detailed  analysis  phase  of 
theRI/FS. 
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RCRA  Facility  Assessment  (RFA).  First  phase  of  the  RCRA  corrective  action  program  for  a  facility 
consisting  of  a  records  review  and  site  inspection  to  gather  information  on  releases  at  the  facility.  The 
RFA  process  includes  an  evaluation  of  SWMUs  as  well  as  preliminary  determinations  regarding  the 
need  for  further  investigation.  The  RFA  roughly  equates  to  the  PA  conducted  under  the  CERCLA 
environmental  program. 

RCRA  Facility  Investigation  (RFI).  Second  phase  of  the  RCRA  corrective  action  program  for  a 
facility  conducted  at  installations  where  the  RFA  identified  the  need  for  further  evaluation.  The  RFI 
consists  of  multimedia  investigations  conducted  to  characterize  the  extent  of  releases  at  the  RCRA 
fedlity.  The  RFI  roughly  equates  to  the  RI  conducted  under  the  CERCLA  environmental  restoration 
process. 

Record  of  Decision  (ROD).  Document  which  formalizes  the  selection  of  remedial  actions  which  are 
to  be  implemented  at  an  NPL  ate.  The  ROD  certifies  that  the  remedy  selection  process  was  carried 
out  in  accordance  with  Q31.CLA  and  with  the  NCP.  It  describes  the  treatment,  engineering,  and 
institutional  components  of  the  remedial  action  and  remediation  goals.  The  ROD  roughly  equates  to  a 
DD  for  a  non-NPL  ate. 

Remedial  Action  (RA).  Final  phase  of  the  CERCLA  environmental  restoration  process  during  which 
the  actual  construction  of  the  remedy  or  implementation  phase  of  site  cleanup  occurs.  When  aU  phases 
of  the  remedial  activity  at  the  ate  have  been  completed  in  compliance  with  the  terms  of  the  ROD  or 
DD  the  site  can  be  designated  NFRAP. 

Remedial  Design  (RD).  Engineering  phase  of  the  CERCLA  environmental  restoration  process  during 
which  technical  drawings  and  spedfications  are  developed  for  the  subsequent  Remedial  Action.  These 
specifications  are  based  upon  the  detailed  description  of  the  remedy  and  the  cleanup  criteria  provided  in 
the  ROD  or  DD. 

Remedial  Investigation  (RI).  CERCLA  environmental  restoration  process  phase  undertaken  to 
determine  the  nature  and  extent  of  the  problem  represented  by  a  release  of  CERCLA  hazardous 
substances.  The  RI  includes  multimedia  sampling,  field  studies,  monitoring,  data  analysis  and 
completion  of  a  baseline  risk  assessment  and  ecological  evaluation  to  determine  the  nature,  extent,  and 
impacts  to  the  human  health  and  environment  fi’om  contaminants  present  at  the  ate  if  no  remedial 
action  is  taken. 

Resource  Conservation  and  Recovery  Act  (RCRA).  Federal  law  introduced  in  1976  as  an 
amendment  to  the  Solid  Waste  Disposal  Act.  RCRA  consists  of  9  subtitles  including  subtitles  C,  D, 
and  I  which  outline  management  requirements  for  hazardous  waste,  solid  waste  and  imderground 
storage  tanks  containing  petrolarm  products,  respectively. 
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Restoration  Advisory  Board  (RAB).  Board  which  acts  as  a  forum  for  discussion  and  exchange  of 
cleanup  information  between  the  DOD  installation  representatives  and  the  public  at  BRAC  installations 
where  property  will  be  available  for  transfer.  The  RAB  consists  of  DOD  component,  USER  A,  state 
environmental  agency,  and  local  community  representatives,  and  is  jointly  chaired  by  the  BEC  and  a 
local  community  member. 

Site  Inspection  (SI).  CERCLA  investigation  conducted  if  a  Preliminary  Assessment  indicates  the 
need  for  further  investigation.  Sis  routinely  involve  visual  inspections  and  the  collection  and  analysis  of 
multimedia  samples  to  evaluate  the  extent  of  the  problem  and  to  determine  whether  a  more  detailed 
study  such  as  an  RI/FS  is  necessary. 

Solid  Waste  Management  Unit  (SWMU).  Waste  management  unit  at  a  RCRA  &cility  from  which 
ha2ardous  constituents  might  migrate.  SWMUs  may  include  containers,  tanks,  surface  impoundments, 
waste  piles,  land  treatment  units,  landfills,  incinerators  and  recycling  units,  and  wastewater  treatment 
units. 

Spill  Prevention  Control  and  Countermeasures  (SPCC).  Actions  taken  by  an  installation  to 
address  potential  releases  of  hazardous  substances  or  petroleum  products.  A  SPCC  Plan  which 
documents  procedures  established  by  an  installation  to  effect  these  response  actions  may  be  required 
for  an  installation  pursuant  to  the  Clean  Water  Act,  RCRA,  or  SARA 

Superfund  Amendments  and  Reauthorization  Act  (SARA).  Law  and  amendments  to  Ci^CLA 
which  address  liability,  compensation,  cleanup  and  emergency  response  for  hazardous  substance 
releases.  Title  DI  of  SARA  is  the  Emergency  Planning  and  Community  Right-to-Know  Act  of  1986 
(EPCRA). 

Zone.  Geographically  contiguous  area  amenable  to  investigation  in  an  SI  or  RI  as  a  single  unit 
identified  to  organize  installation  field  efforts,  group  data  from  multiple  investigations,  facilitate  the 
development  of  conceptual  site  models,  prepare  detailed  maps  and  otherwise  manage  investigation 
activities.  Zones  are  different  than  OU  response  actions. 
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EXECUTIVE  SUMMARY 


Introduction 

This  Base  Realignment  and  Closure  (BRAC)  Cleanup  Plan  (BCP)  describes  the  status,  and 
management  and  response  strategy  related  to  Fort  Devens  ongoing  environmental  restoration  and 
associated  compliance  programs.  The  scope  of  the  BCP  is  based  on  requirements  derived  from  the 
following  laws:  the  Base  Closure  and  Realignment  Act;  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  (NEPA); 
Comprehensive  Environmental  Response,  Compensation,  and  Liability  Act  (CERCLA)  as  amended  by 
the  Community  Environmental  Response  Facilitation  Act  (CERFA);  Resource  Conservation  and 
Recovery  Act  (RCRA);  and  other  applicable  laws.  The  BCP  is  intended  to  be  a  dynamic  planning 
document,  developed  by  a  BRAC  Cleanup  Team  (BCT).  The  BCP  will  be  updated  regularly  to  reflect 
the  current  status  and  strategies  of  remedial  actions  and  compliance  programs.  This  document  is  the 
latest  in  a  series  of  updates  and  represents  conditions  and  strategies  as  of  April  1996. 

EBS  /  FOST  /  FOSL  Process 

Fort  Devais  was  identified  for  realignment  and  closure  under  BRAC  91.  Portions  of  North  and  Main 
Post,  and  most  of  South  Post,  are  realigned  as  the  Devens  Reserve  Forces  Training  Area. 

Status  of  Environmental  Restoration  Program 

The  Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  effort  at  Fort  Devens  was  initiated  in  1982  and  has 
continued  to  the  present.  In  1982,  an  Installation  Assessment  (Preliminaiy  Assessment)  was  conducted 
at  Fort  Devens.  No  furthCT  CERCLA-related  studies  were  recommended  in  the  assessment  because  no 
off  site  migration  was  antidpated.  In  1985,  a  RCRA  Facility  Assessment  (RFA)  was  conducted,  to 
identify  solid  waste  management  units  (SWMUs)  to  be  included  in  Fort  Deven's  RCRA  Part  B  permit 
application  for  a  hazardous  waste  storage  fedlity. 

Forty  SWMUs  were  identified  during  the  RFA  A  Master  Environmental  Plan  (MEP)  was  initiated  in 

1988,  in  order  to  define  areas  requiring  investigation,  to  outline  types  of  studies  required,  and  to  asast 
the  U.S.  Army  with  continuity  of  the  Fort  Devens  IRP  program.  The  interrelationship  between  the 
U.S.  Army’s  IRP  and-the  CERCLA/Superfund  Amendments  and  Reauthorization  Act  (SARA)  process 
is  delineated  in  the  MEP.  Fort  Devens  was  placed  on  the  National  Priority  List  (NPL)  in  Decmit^r 

1989,  as  a  result  of  volatile  organic  compound  contamination  in  the  groundwater  underlying  the 
Sheple^s  Hill  Landfill  and  metal  contamination  in  the  groundwater  underlying  the  Cold  Spring  Brook 
T  4^ndfill  In  1991,  a  Federal  Fadlities  Agreement  (FFA)  was  signed  by  the  U.S.  Army  and  the  USEPA 
Re^on  I.  The  FFA  sets  the  fimnework  for  the  implementation  of  the  CERGLA/SARA  process  at  Fort 
Devens. 

With  the  inclusion  of  Fort  Devens  on  the  Defense  Secretary's  BRAC  1991  list,  an  Enhanced 
Preliminary  Assessment  (EnPA)  was  initiated  to  address  BRAC  issues  in  addition  to  the  CERCLA 
process.  The  EnPA,  completed  in  April  1992,  identified  59  site-specific  areas  requiring  environmental 
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evaluation  (AREEs)  and  10  installation-wide  AREEs  (AREE  60  through  AREE  69).  Fort  Devens 
later  added  the  installation's  storm  sewers  as  an  installation-wide  AREE  (AREE  70). 

From  1993  to  1995,  BRAC  Environmental  Evaluations  (EE)  were  conducted  for  eight  of  the 
installation-wide  AREEs,  including  AREEs  61,  63,  65,  66,  67,  68,  69,  and  70.  The  59  site-specific 
AREEs  became  Study  Areas  (SAs)  or  Areas  of  Contamination  (AOCs)  according  to  the  results  of  Site 
Investigations  (Sis)  conducted  for  each  AREE.  The  Sis  have  determined  the  SAs  that  require  no 
further  action  (NFA),  the  SAs  that  will  become  NFA  sites  following  minor  removal  of  contamination, 
and  the  SAs  that  are  now  AOCs  and  will  undergo  Remedial  Investigation/Feasibility  Studies  (RI/FS). 

Several  restoration-related  compliance  actions  have  also  been  conducted  at  Fort  Devens.  These 
include  underground  storage  ta^  (UST)  removal  (AREE  63),  asbestos  removal  (AREE  65),  PCB- 
contaminated  transformer  removal  (AREE  66),  radon  monitoring  (AREE  67),  lead-paint  surveys 
(AREE  68),  and  contaminated  soil  removal  fi'om  historic  spill  sites  (AREE  69). 

Key  Restoration  and  Transferability  Strategies  and  Schedules 

A  comprehensive  strategy  to  identify  and  implement  appropriate  remedial  actions  has  been  established. 
It  fully  considers  regulatory  requirements,  any  disposal  guidelines,  and  reuse  goals  of  the  local 
community.  The  strategy  focuses  on  the  identification  and  implementation  of  effective  interim  and 
early  actions  to  mitigate  risks  to  human  health  and  the  environment.  Through  the  CERCLA  RI/FS  and 
installation-wide  decision  document  process,  the  strategy  also  provides  for  the  identification  of 
appropriate,  cost  effective  and  int^ated  remedial  actions,  installation-wide.  The  BCT  is  working  with 
the  Fort  Devens  environmental  restoration  Project  Team  to  expedite  the  implementation  of  these 
remedial  actions  by  accelerating  schedules,  overlapping  remedial  design  phases,  and  other  innovative 
actions  in  order  to  restore  Fort  Devens  and  transfer  the  property  as  quickly  as  possible. 
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1.  INTRODUCTION  AM)  SUMMARY 

1.1  BCP  Purpose,  Updates,  and  Distribution 

The  Base  Realignment  and  Closure  (BRAC)  Cleanup  Plan  (BCP)  is  updated  annually  and  summarizes 
the  status  of  Fort  Devens’  closure  related  environmental  restoration  and  compliance  programs.  The 
Fort  Devens  BCP  strata  and  schedule  are  calculated  to  streamline  and  expedite  the  necessary 
r^ponse  actions  associated  with  the  closure  of  Fort  Devens  and  to  facilitate  the  earliest  possible 
disposal  and  reuse  activities. 

1.2  BRAC  Cleanup  Team 

The  Fort  Devens  BRAC  Cleanup  Team  (BCT)  was  established  in  1994  under  the  leadership  of  the 
BRAC  Environmental  Coordinator  (BEC),  Mr.  James  C.  Chambers.  Representing  the  Installation 
Commander;  the  BEC  is  responable  for  the  management  and  overall  implementation  of  BRAC 
environmental  closure  programs  at  Fort  Devens.  The  BCT  also  includes  Remedial  Project  Managers 
from  the  U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency  (USEPA)  -  Region  I,  and  the  Massachusetts 
Department  of  Environmental  Protection  (MADEP).  BCT  objectives  for  the  environmental  restoration 
and  compliance  program  at  Fort  Devens  are  as  follows: 

•  Protect  human  health  and  the  environment; 

•  Strive  to  meet  reuse  goals  established  by  the  U.S.  Army  and  the  community,  consistent 
with  legislation  relevant  to  Fort  Devens  closure; 

•  Comply  -with  existing  statutes  and  regulations; 

•  Conduct  all  restoration  activities  in  a  manner  consistent  with  Section  120  of 
Comprehensive  Environmental  Response,  Compensation,  and  Liability  Act  (CERCLA),  as 
amended  by  the  Superfund  Amendments  and  Reauthorization  Act  (SARA);  Massachusetts 
underground  storage  tank  (UST)  regulations  and  other  applicable  and  relevant  regulations 
(ARARs); 

•  Continue  efforts  to  identify  all  potentially  contaminated  areas  and  incorporate  any  new  sites 
into  the  BCP  program  as  appropriate; 

•  Establish  priorities  for  environmental  restoration  and  restoration-related  compliance 
activities  so  that  property  disposal  and  reuse  goals  can  be  met; 

•  Initiate  selected  Removal  Actions  to  control,  eliminate,  or  reduce  risks  to  manageable 
levels; 

•  Continue  to  identify  and  map  the  environmental  condition  of  installation  property  with  the 
intent  of  identifying  areas  suitable  for  transfer  by  deed; 
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Table  1-1.  CuwientBCT/Project  Team  Members 

Name 

Title 

Phone 

Role/Responsibility 

BRAC  Cleanup  Team 

James  Chambers 

Component  Project 

Manager  (Lead  Agency) 

(508)  796-3114 

Base  Environmental 
Coordinator/  Remedial 

Project  Manager 

James  Byrne 

USEPA^  Project  Manager 

(617)  573-5799 

Remedial  Project  Manager 

Lynne  Welsh 

MADEP^  Project  Manager 

(508)  792-7653 

Remedial  Project  Manager 

Other  Key  Participants 

Ronald  DeFilippo 

BRAC  Environmental 

Office  Environmental 
Scientist 

(508)  796-3835 

Technical  Support  for  BEC 

Judith  Kohn 

DCC^  Senior  Project 
Manager 

(508)  772-6340 

Project  Management 
(Environmental) 

Ron  Ostrowski 

DCC^  Environmental 
Services 

.  (508)  772-6340 

Environmental  Coordinator 

Molly  Elder 

Project  Coordinator, 
MADEP^ 

(508)  792-7653 

Project  and  contract 
management 

Mark  Applebee 

Project  Manager,  USACE- 
NED'^ 

(617)  647-8227 

Project  Management 
(Remedial  Action  Design)  for 
USACE 

Jim  Morocco 

Resident  Engineer, 
USACE-NED^ 

(508)  796-2684 

Remedial  Action  Oversight 
for  USACE 

Darrell  Deleppo 

Project  Manager,  USACE- 
NED'' 

(617)647-8712 

Project  Management  for 

USACE 

Charles  George 

Environmental  Engineer/ 
Project  Officer,  USAEC^ 

(410)671-1625 

Project  and  Contract 
Management 

^  United  States  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
^  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
^  Devens  Commerce  Center 

^  United  States  Army  Corps  of  Engineers-New  England  Division 
^  United  States  Army  Environmental  Center 
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•  Complete  the  environmental  restoration  process  as  soon  as  practicable  for  each  site,  in 
order  of  priority  that  takes  into  account  both  environmental  concerns  and  redevelopment 
plans; 

•  Consider  future  land  use  when  characterizing  risks  associated  with  releases  of  hazardous 
substances,  pollutants,  contaminants,  or  hazardous  wastes; 

e  Continue  to  develop,  screen,  and  select  Remedial  Actions  (RAs)  that  reduce  risks  in  a 
manner  consistent  with  statutory'  requirements; 

•  Commence  Removal  Actions  for  (1)  environmental  and  (2)  property  disposal  and  reuse 
priority  areas  as  soon  as  practicable; 

•  Advise  the  real  estate  arm  of  the  USACE  of  property  that  is  deemed  suitable  for  transfer 
and  properties  that  are  not  suitable  for  transfer  because  they  are  either  not  properly 
evaluated  or  pose  an  unacceptable  human  health  or  environmental  risk; 

•  Conduct  long-term  RAs  for  groundwater  and  any  necessary  reviews  to  evaluate  the 
progress  of  remediation;  and 

•  Establish  interim  and  long-term  monitoring  (LTM)  plans  for  RAs  as  appropriate. 

Table  1-1  lists  the  team  members  and  specifies  their  roles  and  responsibilities 

i.3  Installation  Description  and  History 
1.3.1  Property  Description 

The  former  Fort  Devens  is  comprised  of  approximately  9,280  acres  divided  into  North,  Main,  and 
South  Posts.  The  facility  is  located  in  the  towns  of  Ayer  and  Shirley  in  Middlesex  County,  and  the 
towns  of  Harvard  and  Lancaster  in  Worcester  County,  and  is  approximately  35  miles  northwest  of 
Boston,  Massachusetts.  Residential  areas  of  varying  density  surround  the  former  Fort  Devens. 
Massachusetts  Highway  2  divides  the  South  Post  fi'om  the  Main  Post.  The  Nashua  River  runs  through 
the  North,  Main,  and  South  Posts.  Location  and  information  figures  follow  Section  1 . 

The  Main  Post  historically  provided  all  of  the  on-post  housing,  including  over  1,700  femily  umts  and 
9,800  bachelor  units  (barracks  and  unaccompanied  officers'  quarters);  community  services  (such  as  the 
commissary,  cafeteria,  post  exchange,  bowling  alley,  golf  course,  and  hospital);  administrative 
buildings;  classroom  and  training  facilities;  maintenance  facilities;  and  ammunition  storage.  A 
continuing  important  land  use  on  the  Main  Post  is  the  Nashua  River  Greenway,  an  area  of 300  feet  on 
either  side  of  the  centerline  of  the  Nashua  River. 


1-3 


Fort  DevenSj  Massachusetts  -  September  1996 


The  North  Post  is  located  directly  north  of  the  Main  Post.  The  principal  activity  on  the  North  Post  was 
the  Douglas  E.  Moore  Army  Airfield  ^MAAF).  The  airfield  was  used  for  military  purposes  and 
consisted  of  two  fixed-wing  runways  and  two  rotary  wing  runways.  The  North  Post  also  contains  a 
wastewater  treatment  plant  (WWTP)  for  Fort  Devens,  including  associated  rapid  infiltration  basins  and 
sludge  drying  beds.  The  remainder  of  the  North  Post  was  designated  as  troop  training  areas. 

The  South  Post  is  located  south  of  Massachusetts  Highway  2  and  contains  individual  training  areas 
designated  for  troop  training  range  activities,  and  a  drop  zone.  The  South  Post  and  several  hundred 
acres  of  Main  and  North  Posts  are  retained  for  military  use.  ^ 

1.3.2  History  of  Installation 

Camp  Devens  was  created  as  a  temporary  cantonment  in  1917  for  training  soldiers  fi'om  the  New 
England  area.  Camp  Devens  served  as  a  reception  center  for  selectees,  as  a  training  facility,  and  at  the 
end  of  World  War  I,  as  a  demobilization  center.  Peak  military  strength  during  World  War  I  was 
38,000  troops. 

In  1921,  Camp  Devens  was  placed  in  caretaker  status.  During  the  summers  fi'om  1922  to  1931,  it  was 
used  as  a  training  camp  for  National  Guard  troops.  Reserve  units.  Reserve  Officer  Training  Coips 
cadets,  and  the  Civilian  Nfilitary  Training  Corps.  In  1929,  Dr.  Robert  Goddard  used  Fort  Devens  to 
test  his  early  liquid-fuel  rockets.  A  monument  to  Dr.  Goddard  previously  located  on  Sheridan  Road 
near  Jackson  Road  Gate,  has  been  moved  to  Clark  University  in  Worcester,  Massachusetts. 

In  193 1,  troops  were  again  garrisoned  at  Camp  Devens.  It  was  declared  a  permanent  installation,  and 
in  1932  it  was  formally  dedicated  as  Fort  Devens.  In  1940,  Fort  Devens  became  a  reception  center  for 
New  England  draftees.  Fort  Devens  expanded  to  more  than  10,000  acres  and  a  1,200-bed  hospital 
was  built.  In  1941,  the  airfield  was  constructed. 

During  World  War  II,  more  than  614,000  inductees  were  processed  at  Fort  Devens.  Fort  Devens' 
population  reached  a  peak  of  65,000.  Three  Army  divisions  and  the  Fourth  Women's  Army  Corps 
trained  at  Fort  Devens,  and  it  was  the  location  of  the  Army’s  Chaplain  School,  the  Cooks  and  Bakers 
School,  and  a  basic  training  center  for  Army  nurses.  A  prisoner  of  war  camp  for  German  and  Italian 
soldiers  was  operated  at  Fort  Devens  ft^om  1944  to  1946.  At  the  end  of  the  war.  Fort  Devens  again 
became  a  demobilization  center,  and  in  1946  it  reverted  to  caretaker  status. 

Fort  Devens  was  reactivated  in  July  1948  and  again  became  a  reception  center  during  the  Korean  War. 
It  has  been  an  active  Army  facility  Mce  that  time.  Camp  Devens  became  an  installation  of  the  U.S. 
Army  Field  Forces,  CONARC  in  1962,  and  the  Forces  Command  (FORSCOM)  in  1973.  The  mission 
at  Fort  Devens  was  to  command  and  train  its  assigned  duty  units;  operate  the  South  Boston  Support 
Activity,  Sudbury  Training  Annex,  and  KBngham  USAR  Annex;  support  the  10th  Special  Forces 
Group  (A),  the  U.S.  Army  Intelligence  School,  and  the  U.S.  Army  Reserves. 
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BRAC  91  identified  the  North  and  Main  Posts  of  Fort  Devens  for  closure  and  the  South  Post  for 
realignment.  Closure  was  legislated  to  begin  by  30  September  1992,  and  be  completed  by  31  July 
1997.  The  installation  ceased  to  be  Fort  Devens  on  31  March  1996.  After  this  date,  the  remaining 
Army  mission  was  assimilated  by  the  Devens  Reserve  Forces  Training  Area. 

i.4  Environmental  Setting 

1.4.1  Topography 

Prior  to  the  constmction  of  Fort  Devens,  the  land  use  consisted  primarify  of  farmed  open  areas  and 
forested  areas.  Local  relief  at  Fort  Devens  ranges  from  250  feet  above  mean  sea  level  within  the  flood 
pl^  area  along  the  Nashua  River  to  350  feet  above  mean  sea  level  at  Sheple^s  EOQl,  and  reaches  a 
maximum  of  455  feet  above  mean  sea  level  at  Whittemore  B511.  Topography  is  rolling  with  the 
exception  of  a  wide  flat  area  on  the  eastern  side  of  the  Main  Post  and  west  side  of  the  Nashua  River. 
Predominant  land  forms  on  the  South  Post  include  a  series  of  dissected  kame  terraces,  knob  and  kettle 
topography,  and  wetlands  with  esker-like  ridges  around  Cranberry  and  Oak  Hill  Ponds. 

1.4.2  Geology 

According  to  the  Soil  Conservation  Service,  there  are  four  major  soil  associations  found  at  Fort 
Devens.  These  soil  assodations  occupy  north  to  south  belts  and  include  the  following; 

•  The  VWnooski-Limerick-Saco  soil  assodation  includes  very  deep,  nearly  level  soils  that  are 
moderately  well  drained  to  very  poorly  drained.  These  soils  are  located  along  the  Nashua 
River  Flood  Plain. 

•  The  Hinkley-Marimac-Windsor  soil  association  is  made  up  of  very  deep,  nearly  level  to 
steep  soils  that  are  excessively  to  somewhat  excessively  drained.  These  soils  are  located  on 
outwash  plains.  This  soil  association  includes  the  large  flat  areas  of  the  eastern  North  Post, 
the  western  side  of  South  Post,  as  well  as  the  uplands  of  North  and  Main  Post. 

•  The  Paxton-Woodbridge-Canton  soil  assodation  is  made  up  of  very  deep,  nearly  level  to 
steep  sofls  that  are  well  drained  to  moderately  well  drained.  These  soils  are  located  on 
uplands,  chiefly  on  the  South  Post. 

•  The  Quonset-Carver  soil  assodation  is  made  up  of  near  level  to  excessively  steep  soils  that 
are  excessively  drained.  These  soils  occur  as  outwash  plains,  terraces,  eskers,  and  kames  in 
the  extreme  western  parts  of  Main  and  North  Posts. 

The  surficial  geology  throughout  most  of  Fort  Devens  is  characterized  by  three  primary  types  of 
gjadally  derived  unconsolidated  sediments.  A  mantle  of  Pleistocene- Age  gladal  till,  outwash,  and 
lacustrine  (lake)  deposits,  ran^g  in  thickness  from  a  few  inches  to  approximately  100  feet,  blanket  the 
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irregular  bedrock  surface  underlying  Fort  Devens.  Glacial  till  is  composed  of  a  poorly  sorted  matrix  of 
clay,  silt,  gravel,  and  boulders.  Outwash  is  composed  of  water-sorted,  coarser  grained  sediments 
including  sand,  pebble,  cobble  gravel,  and  boulders.  Lacustrine  or  lake  deposits  consist  of  clays,  silts, 
and  sands. 

The  surficial  materials  within  the  Main  and  North  Posts  are  comprised  of  lacustrine  deposits  with 
outwash  deposits  along  the  outer  boundaries  of  the  installation.  Glacial  till  is  evident  of  Shepleys  Hill 
and  Whittemore  HGU.  The  sediments  in  the  southern  training  area  are  comprised  mainly  of  stratified 
glacial  outwash  and  lake  deposits  that  were  deposited  over  a  broad  area. 

The  bedrock  at  Fort  Devens  is  an  assemblage  of  fielded  and  faulted  metasedimentary  rocks,  gneisses, 
and  granites.  The  bedrock  surfece  ranges  from  depths  of  approximately  100  feet  to  ground  surfece 
where  it  crops  out  at  Shepl^s  Hill  and  other  highlands  of  the  Main  and  South  Posts.  Metasedimentary 
rock,  chiefly  the  Oakdale  and  Worcester  Formations,  underlie  most  of  the  former  Fort  Devens;  Ayer 
Granite  underlies  most  of  the  eastern  portion  of  North  Post 

1.4.3  Hydrogeology 

The  prindpal  aquifers  under  Fort  Devens  follow  the  present  Nashua  River  Valley  and  the  ancestral 
Nashua  Valley,  now  a  deep  sand  and  gravel  filled  bedrock  gorge  on  the  eastern  side  of  Main  Post.  The 
Main  Post  unconsolidated  aquifers,  considered  fevorable  for  high-yield  wells,  are  in  the  proximity  of 
and  hydraulically  interconnected  to  surfece  water  bodies.  Groundwater  at  Fort  Devens  occurs 
primarily  within  the  permeable  glacial  outwash  dq)osits  of  sand,  gravel,  cobble,  and  boulders.  Three  of 
the  high  yield  water  supply  wells  are  in  the  deep  sediment  filled  bedrock  gorge  on  the  east  side  of  the 
facility,  while  one  well  taps  the  shallower  sand  and  gravel  fill  of  the  present  Nashua  River.  Saturated 
thickness  of  the  primary  aquifer  ranges  upwards  to  60  feet.  Depth  to  the  water  table  ranges  fi-om  0  to 
30  feet.  The  primary  aquifer  is  influenced  by  the  Nashua  River,  and  flow  directions  at  other  locations 
on  Fort  Devens  are  largely  ate-spedfic. 

1.4.4  Surface  Water  Hydrology 

The  north  and  south  branches  of  the  Nashua  River  converge  less  than  a  mile  south  of  the  South  Post 
bovmdary.  The  Nashua  River  flows  northward  along  the  northeastern  boundary  of  the  South  Post  area 
and  along  the  western  boundary  of  the  Main  Post.  The  Nashua  River  continues  northward  and. 
discharges  to  the  Merrimack  River  at  Nashua,  New  Hampshire.  Several  secondary  feeder  streams  and 
brooks,  including  Willow  Brook  and  Cold  Spring  Brook,  control  drainage  on  the  installation  and  drain 
to  the  Nashua  River.  Several  jfresh  water  impoundments  occur  within  Fort  Devens,  indnding  Robbins 
Pond,  Mirror  Lake,  Little  Mirror  Lake,  Slate  Rock  Pond,  Oak  HOI  Pond,  and  Cranberry  Pond.  Along 
the  northeast  boundary  of  the  Main  Post  are  Plow  Shop  Pond  and  Grove  Pond. 
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Devens  Reserve  Forces  Training  Area  and  the  Boundary  of  the  former 

Fort  Devens 


Figure  1.1 
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Bedrock  Geology  of  Fort  Devens 
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2.  STRATEGY  /  STATUS  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  RESTORATION  PROGRAM 


This  section  summarizes  the  current  strategy  and  status  of  environmental  restoration  projects  (2.1), 
ongoing  compliance  activities  (2.2),  the  status  of  the  cultural  and  natural  resources  program  (2.3),  and 
the  environmental  condition  and  suitability  for  transfer  (2.4)  of  the  installation  property.  Several 
portions  of  the  Superiund  cleanup  are  covered  in  more  than  one  section.  Schedules  for  the 
implementation  of  this  strategy  are  described  in  Chapter  3.  Figures  are  found  at  the  end  of  the  Section  2. 

2.1  Environmental  Program  Status 

Fort  Devens  was  listed  on  the  National  Priorities  List  (NPL)  in  December  1989.  The  lead  regulatory 
oversight  agency  at  the  installation  is  currently  the  USEPA,  Region  I.  The  BRAC  Environmental 
Office  of  the  Devens  Reserve  Forces  Training  Area  is  responsible  for  establishing  and  maintaining 
closure  related  environmental  programs,  CERCLA  /  NPL  compliance  programs,  and  Superfimd  / 
closure  related  remediation  efforts  at  the  former  Fort  Devens.  The  Environmental  Division  of  the 
Devens  Reserve  Forces  Training  Area  currently  handles  all  non-NPL  compliance  activities.  Two 
prindpal  Army  components  assist  the  BRAC  Environmental  Office’s  efforts:  the  USAEC  contracts 
BRAC  site  investigation  (SI)  activities  at  the  installation  and  the  USACE  -  NED  provides  support  in 
areas  including  Remedial  Design  (RD),  RA,  Removal  Action,  real  estate,  and  natural  and  cultural 
resource  management. 

On  15  November  1991,  Fort  Devens  and  USEPA  Region  I  signed  a  Federal  Facilities  Agreement 
(FFA)  pursuant  to  the  following  authorities:  Section  120  of  CERCLA,  Sections  6001,  3008(h),  3006, 
and  3004(u)  and  (v)  of  the  Resources  Conservation  and  Recovery  Act  (RCRA),  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  (NEPA),  and  the  Defense  Environmental  Restoration  Program.  The 
MADEP  did  not  sign  the  FFA.  The  FFA  requires  compliance  with  the  National  Oil  and  Hazardous 
Substances  Pollution  Contingency  Plan  (NCP),  CERCLA  guidance  and  policy,  RCRA  guidance  and 
policy,  and  ARARs.  Under  Section  5.9  of  the  FFA,  the  hfaster  Environmental  Plan  (MEP)  has  been 
developed  to  be  the  detailed,  comprehensive  plan  for  the  work  to  be  performed  pursuant  to  CERCLA 
As  mandated  by  the  FFA  the  MEP  is  updated  annually  to  reflect  decisions  made  on  each  site.  In  1994, 
the  BCT  approved  the  BCP  to  incorporate  annual  updates  to  the  MEP. 

Environment^  restoration  programs  at  the  former  Fort  Devens  are  currently  conducted  under  the 
BRAC  Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  in  compliance  with  applicable  Department  of  the  Army 
(DA),  Department  of  Defense  (DoD),  state  and  federtd  statutes  and  regulations,  particularly  CERCLA 
and  SARA  Environmental  compliance  programs  at  the  former  Fort  Devens  are  completed  in 
compliance  with  applicable  DA  DoD  and  state  regulations,  and  federal  r^ulatoiy  programs  including 
those  administered  under  the  Clean  Air  Act  (CAA),  Clean  Water  Act  (CWA),  Safe  Drinking  Water 
Act  (SDWA),  RCRA  and  Toxic  Substances  Control  Act  (TSCA). 

Under  Section  6.3  of  the  FFA  the  Army  agreed  to  undertake,  fund,  implement,  and  report  on  the 
following  tasks,  if  required: 

2-1 


Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts  -  September  1996 


•  Preliminary  assessment  and  site  inspection  of  potentially  contaminated  sites; 

•  Remedial  Investigations  (RIs)  of  aU  contaminated  sites; 

•  Feasibility  Studies  (FSs)  for  all  contaminated  sites; 

•  Proposed  Plans  (PPs)  and  Records  Of  Decision  (RODs)  for  all  contaminated  sites; 

•  Removals,  RDs,  and  RAs  for  all  contaminated  sites;  and 

•  Operation  and  maintenance  of  RAs  at  contaminated  sites. 

An  environmental  restoration  program  has  been  in  place  at  Fort  Devens  for  more  than  six  years. 

Table  2-1  lists  the  324  sites  of  environmental  investigation  at  Fort  Devens,  designated  as  study  areas 
(SAs),  areas  of  contamination  (AOCs),  or  Areas  Requiring  Environmental  Evaluation  (AREEs).  Sites 
listed  in  Table  2-1  and  Figures  2-1  and  2-2  do  not  show  ASTs,  Asbestos,  Lead-based  Paint,  Radon, 
and  USTs.  Due  to  the  large  number  of  sites  covered  under  these  topics,  a  map  would  not  assist 
interpretation.  The  table  lists  the  status  of  the  site  and  refers  to  the  most  recent  document  available 
pertaining  to  the  site.  Most  of  the  sites  at  the  former  Fort  Devens  have  been  advanced  to  a  No  Further 
Action  (NFA)  status  after  further  investigation  or  restoration,  and  signed  NFA  Under  CERCLA 
Decisions  are  referenced  as  the  most  recent  document.  Environmental  restoration  sites,  and  other  sites 
awaiting  a  NFA  decision  are  examined  more  fiilly  in  table  2-2.  This  second  table  lists  environmental 
concerns,  past  activities,  and  planned  activities.  Dates  for  foture  actions  are  based  on  the  quarterly 
rq)ort  schedide,  as  presented  in  chapter  three.  Cross  referenced  schedule  information  is  provided  m 
table  2-2  so  that  tasks  may  be  easily  tracked  in  both  tables.  Several  AREEs  identified  under  the 
restoration  program  are  also  covered  in  the  compliance  section  (2.2). 

Several  mstaflation-wide  assessments  have  been  conducted  to  identify  the  presence  of  contamination 
sources  at  Fort  Devens.  These  include  the  Initial  Installation  Assessment  completed  in  1983,  a  RCRA 
Facihty  Assessment  (RFA)  completed  in  1985,  the  Enhanced  PreUminaiy  Assessment  (EnPA) 
completed  in  1992,  and  the  Community  Environmental  Response  Facilitation  Act  (CERFA) 
Investigation  completed  in  April  1994.  The  most  recent  installation  investigation  conducted  at  Fort 
Devens  was  the  Environmental  Baseline  Siuvey  -  Basewide,  which  was  completed  in  April  1996. 
Several  other  installation-wide  surveys  related  to  environmental  compliance  programs  have  also  been 
conducted  at  Fort  Devens. 

The  EnPA  identified  installation-wide  AREEs  60  -  69.  AREE  70  was  later  added  by  the  installation. 

•  AREE  60  (Training  Areas  and  Ranges) 

•  AREE  61  (Nfeintenance  and  Waste  Accumulation  Areas(MWAAs) 

•  AREE  62  (Existing  USTs) 
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•  AREE  63  (Previously  Removed  USTs) 

•  AREE  64  (Aboveground  Storage  Tanks  (ASTs)) 

•  AREE  65  (Asbestos) 

•  AREE  66  (Transformers) 

•  AREE  67  (Radon) 

•  AREE  68  (Lead  Paint) 

•  AREE  69  (Past  Spill  Sites) 

•  AREE  70  (Storm  Sewer  System) 

ARBE  60,  which  includes  13  ranges,  was  not  included  in  the  assessment  because  the  ranges  are 
currently  being  managed  by  the  installation  under  existing  compliance  programs.  The  ranges  are 
located  on  the  South  Post,  which  will  continue  to  be  used  as  a  training  area  by  the  Devens  Reserve 
Forces  Training  Area.  The  BRAC  Environmental  Evaluation  (EE)  was  initiated  as  an  installation-wide 
source  assessment;  it  was  conducted  in  three  phases.  Phase  I  began  in  April  1993  to  address  AREE  61 
(MWAAs),  ARffi  62  (Existing  USTs),  AREE  63  (Previously  Removed  USTs),  AREE  64  (ASTs), 
AREE  66  (Polychlorinated  Biphenyl  (PCB)  Transformers),  and  AREE  69  (Past  Spill  Sites).  Phase  n 
of  the  BRAC  EE  was  initiated  during  May  1993,  and  addressed  AREE  70  (Storm  Sewer  Systems). 
Phase  in  of  the  BRAC  EE  addressed  AREE  65  (Asbestos),  AREE  67  (Radon),  and  AR^  68  (Lead 
Paint).  As  of  October  1995,  Final  BRAC  Iffil  Reports  were  available  for  AREEs  61,  63,  65,  66,  67, 
68, 69,  and  70. 


2.1.1  2^ne/Operable  Unit  (OU)  Designation  and  Strategy 

The  designation  of  zones  and  OUs  as  part  of  the  environmental  restoration  process  has  been  found  to 
be  valuable  in  evaluating  sites  and  developing  cleanup  strate^es  at  installations.  Zones  are  tools  for 
organizing  and  defining  areas  of  investigation.  OUs  are  derived  firom  an  evaluation  of  hydrogeologic 
and  chemical  analytical  data  within  an  investigative  zone,  or  by  comparing  data  between  zones. 

The  strategies  for  designating  zones  and  OUs  at  Fort  Devens  are  described  in  the  following 
subsections. 

2. 1.1.1  Zone  Designations 

Fort  Devens'  Main  and  North  Posts  were  ori^nally  divided  into  five  zones  for  investigative  studies. 
The  zones  were  the  North  Post  Zone,  the  Industrial  Zone,  the  Willow  Brook  Zone,  the  Mirror  Lake 
Zone,  and  the  Nashua  River  Zone.  Since  the  idaitification  of  reuse  parcels  and  districts,  these  zone 
designations  are  no  longer  used  to  identify  specific  areas  on  the  installation. 

2.1. 1.2  OU  Designations 

Four  OUs  have  bear  identified  at  Fort  Devens.  OU  types  may  be  based  on  proximity,  related  geologic 
conditions,  common  media,  or  priorities.  The  following  is  a  summary  of  these  OUs; 
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•  Shepleys  HSll  Landfill  Groundwater  OU;  This  OU  is  defined  by  the  contaminated 
groundwater  that  flows  beneath  Shepley's  Hill  Landfill  (AOC  5).  The  sanitary  landfill 
incinerator  (Building  38,  AOC  4)  and  Landfill  No.  1  Asbestos  Cell  (AOC  18)  are  included 
in  this  OU. 

•  Plow  Shop  Pond  /  Grove  Pond  OU:  Plow  Shop  Pond  and  Grove  Pond  (AOC  72)  are  not 
located  on  Fort  Devens,  but  are  located  directly  northeast  and  adjacent  to  Shepley's  KBU 
Landfill.  Plow  Shop  Pond  has  received  contaminated  groundwater  fi-om  Shepley’s  Hill 
Landfill  over  the  years. 

•  Bamum  Road  Maintenance  Yard  OU:  This  OU  is  composed  of  the  Cannibalization  Yard 
(AOC  44)  and  the  TDA  Maintenance  Yard  (AOC  52).  Hie  soil  at  this  OU  is  contaminated 
with  petroleum  products  and  organic  chemicals. 

•  South  Post  Groundwater  OU:  The  AOCs  that  are  contributing  to  this  OU  are  AOCs  25, 
26,  and  27;  also  known  as  the  South  Post  Impact  Area  (SPIA)  Ejqilosive  analytes  have 
been  foimd  in  the  groundwater  in  the  vidnity  of  these  sites.  AOC  41  may  also  be 
contributing  to  the  groundwater  contamination,  and  the  planned  monitoring  of 
groundwater  at  the  SPIA  will  include  AOC  41 . 

At  this  time.  Sis  and  RIs  at  the  former  Fort  Devens  have  not  been  completed  for  all  sites.  It  is  probable 
that  additional  OUs  will  be  identified  in  the  future. 

2.1.2  Environmental  Restoration  Early  Actions  Strategy 

The  SI  Data  Package  concept  was  developed  to  accelerate  the  early  action  decision  making  process. 
The  purpose  of  the  SI  Data  Package  is  to  evaluate  the  absence  or  presence  of  contamination,  and,  if 
present,  the  potential  pathways  of  contaminant  migration  and  potential  risks  to  human  and  ecological 
receptors  at  each  SA  The  SI  Data  Package  provides  tabulated  chemical  data,  field  observations,  and 
interpreted  data  for  a  preliminary  site  evaluation.  Based  on  the  results  of  the  preliminary  site 
evaluation,  one  of  the  following  recommendations  will  be  made: 

•  NFA;  Once  an  SA  has  been  identified  as  requiring  NFA,  an  NFA  decision  document  will 
be  prepared  and  submitted  for  the  BCTs  approval  and  signature. 

•  Initiate  an  Immediate  Removal  or  Interim  Action:  Once  an  SA  has  been  identified  as 
requiring  an  immediate  removal  or  interim  action,  USAGE  -  NED  are  notified  by  Fort 
Devens  to  start  the  removal  action.  Once  the  removal  action  has  been  completed,  and  if 
the  SA  has  no  significant  residual  contamination,  an  NFA  document  will  be  prepared  and 
submitted  forBCT  approval. 
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•  Perform  a  RI/FS;  If  contamination  is  found  to  go  beyond  the  scope  of  an  immediate  or 
interim  action,  then  a  RI  will  be  conducted  to  determine  the  extent  of  the  contamination. 
The  results  of  the  RI  will  be  used  to  conduct  a  FS  which  scopes  potential  remedial  tactics. 

•  Perform  a  Supplemental  SI;  In  some  cases,  supplemental  SI  work  may  be  recommended 
to  fill  data  gaps  for  a  particular  SA.  The  results  of  the  supplemental  SI  will  be  used  to 
determine  if  preparation  of  an  NFA  document,  a  removal/interim  action,  or  an  RI/FS  is 
needed. 

2.1.3  Remedy  Selection  Approach 

All  initial  Sis  for  NPL  sites  at  Fort  Devens  have  been  completed  at  this  time.  Supplemental  Sis  were 
also  conducted  at  several  ates.  Remedies  for  each  of  the  sites  will  be  selected  in  accordance  with 
statutory  and  NCP  criteria  and  CERCLA  as  described  below. 

Particular  attention  will  be  given  to  the  following  during  the  evaluation  of  alternatives: 

ARARs:  Applicable  requirements  for  anticipated  RAs  will  be  identifiied  by  the  Project  Team  for  each 
site  separately.  The  effectiveness  of  alternatives  in  reducing  concentrations  of  contaminants  to 
chemical-specific  ARARs  will  be  evaluated.  Chemical-specific  ARARs  set  health-  or  risk-based 
concentration  limits  or  discharge  limitations  in  various  environmental  media  for  specific  hazardous 
substances,  pollutants,  or  contaminants. 

•  Land  Use/Risk  Assessment:  The  reuse  of  any  parcel  of  land  defines  the  required  level  of 
remediation.  Risk  assessment  exposure  scenarios  that  were  consistent  with  the  raise  of  the 
installation  as  proposed  in  the  Community  Relations  Plan  (CRP)  were  developed  during 
the  RI  process. 

•  ./^plicable  Remedies;  Focused  FSs  will  be  utilized  to  accelerate  remedy  selection  at  sites 
where  contaminants  are  restricted  to  a  single  media.  Additionally,  the  generic  remedy 
approach  will  also  be  used,  where  applicable.  At  complex  and/or  multimedia  sites,  the 
standard  evaluation  of  remedial  alternatives  through  a  detailed  FS  approach  will  occur. 

As  defined  in  the  FFA,  this  process  involves  two  secondary  documents  and  one  primary  document. 
First,  an  Initial  Screening  of  Alternatives,  a  secondary  document,  will  be  published.  This  document 
describes  alternatives  conadered  for  remediation  of  the  site  and  describes  those  that  may  be  feasible  at 
the  site.  Under  the  Fort  Devens  Acceleration  Plan,  this  document  is  published  at  the  same  time  as  the 
draft  RI  report.  Next,  a  DeMed  Saeening  of  Alternatives,  also  a  secondary  document,  is  published. 
This  document  reviews  the  alternatives  retained  for  further  evaluation  after  the  initial  screening  and 
selects  those  that  may  be  appropriate  for  the  site  and  should  be  considered  in  the  FS  report.  This 
document  is  published  before  the  FS  report.  The  FS  report,  a  primary  document,  considers  the 
retained  alternatives  and  identifies  preferred  remedial  alternatives.  Selection  of  the  remedial  alternative 
occurs  in  the  PP. 
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•  Soil  Remedies:  Fort  Devens  has  developed  Draft  General  Management  Procedures  for 
Excavated  Waste  Site  Soils.  These  procedures  were  developed  to  address  management  of 
petroleum-contaminated  soils  at  Fort  Devens.  The  procedures  focus  upon  the  reuse  of  soil 
waste  generated  during  remediation.  Soil  is  classified  into  four  general  categories: 

Cat^ory  A  -  Soils  contain  contaminant  concentrations  at  or  below  background 
levels  and  may  be  reused  anywhere  at  Fort  Devens. 

Cat^ory  B  -  Soils  may  be  reused  at  Fort  Devens  for  industrial  purposes. 

Cat^ory  C  -  Soils  can  only  be  placed  under  the  final  cover  of  an  approved 
soUd  waste  landfill. 

Cat^ory  D  -  Without  treatment,  soils  carmot  be  reused  at  Fort  Devens  under 
ar^  circumstances. 

The  Draft  General  Management  Procedures  for  Excavated  Waste  Site  Soils  provide  only  general 
guidance  for  the  raise  of  soils.  For  individual  sites,  treatment  and  characterization  requirements  are 
determined  using  the  site-specific  Excavated  Soils  Management  Plan.  This  plan  will  specify  .sampling 
requirements  to  characterize  soils.  After  characterization,  the  soil  may  be  immediately  reused  following 
the  General  Management  Procedures  or  undergo  treatment  prior  to  reuse.  For  example,  after 
excavation  and  characterization,  if  a  soil  pile  is  determined  to  be  Cat^ory  C,  the  Excavated  Soils 
Management  Plan  may  direct  the  placement  of  soils  under  the  final  cover  of  an  approved  solid  waste 
landfill. 


2.2  Compliance  Programs 

Compliance  activities  at  the  former  Fort  Devens  are  being  conducted  in  coordination  with 
environmental  restoration  activities  being  completed  under  the  BRAC IRP.  The  statutory  basis  for  LRP 
activities  at  Fort  Devens  is  CERCLA  Compliance-related  management  and  restoration  activities  are 
differentiated  firom  CERCLA  actions  because  they  are  regulated  primarily  under  other  statutes.  These 
statutes  include  RCRA  Subtitles  C,  D,  and  I;  the  CWA;  CAA;  TSCA;  NEPA;  MCP;  and  local 
regulations. 

When  Fort  Devens  was  closed  on  31  March  1996,  responsibility  for  envirorunental  compliance 
activities  began  to  shift  from  the  Army  to  the  DCC.  In  time,  compliance  issues  dealing  specifically  with 
the  Devens  Reserve  Forces  Trainirrg  Area  will  be  handled  by  the  DPW-Environmental  Division  (ED), 
and  all  other  compliance  issues  at  the  former  Fort  Devens  will  be  the  responsibility  of  the  DCC. 
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2.2.1  Storage  Tanks 


USTs  and  ASTs  have  been  utilized  for  the  storage  of  petroleum  products  at  Fort  Devens  for  heating 
purposes,  waste  oil,  and  vehicle  fueling.  Compliance  activities  and  environmental  restoration  activities 
related  to  these  storage  tanks  are  described  below. 

2.2.L1  USTs. 

The  USEPA  has  delegated  the  management  of  the  USX  program  to  the  Commonwealth  of 
Massachusetts  (Ref.  40  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  (CFR)  280  et  seq.)  The  MADEP  has  primary 
enforcement  and  USEPA's  delegation  effectively  suspends  the  applicability  of  certain  federal 
regulations  in  favor  of  the  state  program,  thereby  eliminating  duplicative  requirements.  Therefore, 
UST  investigation  and  closure  activities  at  Fort  Devens  are  being  conducted  under  MADBP  Polides 
WSC-400-89,  WSC-401-91,  and  527  CMR  9  et  seq.  For  the  purposes  of  the  BCP,  the  USTs  of  the 
former  Fort  Devens  are  divided  into  three  categories; 

1.  Tanks  Removed  Prior  to  March  31, 1996; 

2.  Tanks  managed  by  the  DCC  after  March  31, 1996; 

3.  Tanks  managed  by  the  Devens  Reserve  Forces  Training  Area  after  March  3 1, 1996. 

A  total  of  447  former  and/or  current  USTs  have  been  identified.  At  this  time  over  250  USTs  have 
been  removed  and  approximately  150  remain.  Basting  USTs  located  within  the  Devens  Reserve 
Forces  Training  Area  (AREE  62)  are  managed  by  the  Environmental  Division  of  the  Department  of 
Public  Works  (DPW-ED).  Remaining  USTs  associated  with  land  transferred  to  the  DCC  are  the 
responsibility  of  the  DCC.  Previously  removed  Army  USTs  (AREE  63)  were  investigated  under  the 
Ph^  I BRAC  EE,  and  the  Final  AREE  63  Report  was  completed  in  September  1995.  The  BRAC 
Environmental  Office  maintains  a  database  of  former  and  current  USTs  which  includes  tanks  managed 
by  DPW-ED  and  tanks  managed  by  the  DCC. 

Under  the  Federal  Facilities  Compliance  Act  of  1992,  Congress  has  subjected  Federal  facilities  to 
the  same  laws  and  requirements  pertaining  to  USTs  as  non-  Federal  Facilities.  (42USC  6991f )  An 
exception  to  this  waiver  of  sovereign  immunity  is  the  exemption  for  tanks  used  for  storage  of 
heating  oil  for  on  premise  consumption.  However,  Army  Regulation  200-1,  Environmental 
Protection  and  Enhancement,  in  some  cases  creates  regulatory  (class  HI)  rather  than  statutory 
(class  I)  compliance  requirements.  Tanks  defined  by  federal  regulation  (40CFR  280.12)  as  USTs 
are  subject  to  Federal  and  State  laws.  Federal  UST  regulations  (280  CFR  280,20(c)  prescribe  the 
requirement  for  USTs  to  have  spill  containment  and  overfill  prevention  equipment.  These  laws 
only  apply  to  tanks  defined  as  USTs,  i.e.,  those  that  contain  gasoline,  diesel,  or  heating  fuel, 
unless  the  heating  fuel  is  consumed  on  the  premises  where  stored.  Massachusetts  UST 
regulations  (527  CMR  9.24)  include  on-premises  consumptive  use  heating  fuel  tanks  amongst 
those  that  need  retrofit,  however,  such  tanks  with  a  capacity  of  1,100  gallons  or  less  are  exempt 
firom  the  spill  containment  manhole  requirement,  provided  the  tank  was  installed  before  January  1, 
1989. 
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Federal  USX  laws  prescribe  a  compliance  deadline  of  December  1998  for  installing  retrofit 
equipment,  including  cathotic  protection  for  single  wall  steel  tanks.  State  law  moved  this 
compliance  deadline  for  some  retrofit  equipment  up  to  May  1993,  and  included  tanks  containing 
heating  fuel  for  consumptive  use  on  the  premises  where  stored.  The  application  of  the  retrofit 
requirement  to  tanks  at  Federal  Facilities,  other  than  those  defined  in  federal  law  as  USTs,  is  a 
regulatory  (Army)  rather  than  a  statutory  requirement.  All  Devens  Reserve  Forces  Training  Area 
tanks  which  do  not  have  spill  containment  and/or  overfill  protection  are  programmed  for  Class  in 
replacement  or  retrofit,  but  are  not  presently  funded.  The  regulatory  requirements  for  retrofit  are 
environmentally  justified  even  though  not  applicable  as  explained  above.  Federal  and  State  laws 
require  USTs  to  be  fitted  with  leak  detection.  Until  December  of  1998  this  can  be  either  an 
automatic  alarm  or  a  annual  tightness  testing  with  inventory  control  monitoring.  After  December 
1998  all  USTs  must  have  automatic  leak  detection  systems.  USTs  with  automatic  leak  detection 
systems  must  have  those  systems  tested  annually.  This,  like  spill  containment  and  overfill 
protection,  is  a  Class  IH  requirement. 

The  Devens  Reserve  Forces  Training  Area  compliance  strategy  is  to  remove  or  replace  in  lieu  of 
retrofit  as  a  "pollution  prevention  initiative".  Experience  with  UST  removals  indicates  a  high 
likelihood  of  finding  contaminated  soil  when  working  around  the  fill  point  to  install  retrofit 
equipment,  as  the  lack  of  such  equipment  has  resulted  in  some  level  of  spillage  over  the  years. 
Due  to  the  age  of  most  of  the  tanks,  removal  with  a  complementing  natural  gas  conversion  of  the 
heating  plant  or  UST/AST  replacement,  rather  than  retrofit  is  recommended. 

Before  a  new  tank  is  put  into  operation,  information  on  the  type  of  tank,  contents,  capacity,  etc., 
must  be  provided  to  the  Massachusetts  Department  of  Public  Safety-Division  of  Fire  Prevention 
(MDPS-DFP).  MDPS-DFP  then  issues  a  permit  to  the  tank  owner/operator  that  is  valid  for  five 
years,  upon  which  time  the  permit  must  be  renewed.  Thirty  days  prior  to  the  closure  and  removal 
of  a  tank,  the  owner/operator  must  notify  the  MDPS-DFP  of  the  intent.  The  notification  must  be 
through  the  DPW-ED,  to  the  Devens  Fire  Department. 

The  “Memorandum  of  Agreement  Between  Devens  Reserve  Forces  Training  Area  and 
Massachusetts  Government  Land  Bank  DCC”  outlines  the  provisions  that  govern  removals  of 
undergroimd  storage  tanks  by  the  DCC.  DCC  agrees  to  fimd,  contract,  and  manage  the  tank 
removal  in  accordance  with  all  applicable  federal,  state,  and  local  environmental  laws,  regulations, 
and  requirements.  This  responsibility  includes  only  those  costs  and  duties  expected  for  a  normal 
removal.  DCC  will  keep  the  BEC  informed  regarding  the  removal  process,  including  documents, 
correspondence,  and  schedules.  Each  time  a  UST  is  removed,  a  representative  fi'om  the  Army 
will  be  present;  the  Devens  Reserve  Forces  Training  Area  and  the  DCC  shall  make  a  mutual 
determination  as  to  whether  excavation  or  other  action  is  necessary.  If  a  site  is  deemed  “beyond  a 
localized  release”,  fiscal  responsibility  is  transferred  to  the  Army.  A  site  may  be  characterized  as 
“beyond  a  localized  release”  when  it  exceeds  one  hundred  cubic  yards  of  contaminated  soil, 
and/or  groundwater  exceeding  MCLs  is  encountered,  and/or  non-petroleum  hazardous  waste 
contamination  is  found.  At  such  time  that  responsibility  is  transferred  to  the  Army,  Devens 
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Reserve  Forces  Training  Area  shall  be  responsible  for  the  following  activities  as  needed: 
contaminated  soil  removal  and  disposal  beyond  100  cubic  yards  per  site,  site  restoration  and 
closure  report,  and  associated  Licensed  Site  Professional  (LSP)  costs. 


2.2.L2  ASTs. 

AST  compliance  programs  at  Fort  Devens  are  conducted  under  Army  Regulation  (AR)  200-1,  the 
federal  requirements  including  40  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  (CFR)  Parts  110,  112,  and  116,  and 
applicable  state  regulations.  ASTs  are  currently  present  at  Fort  Devens.  The  majority  of  the  tankg 
store  waste  oil,  heating  fuel,  and  diesel  fuel.  The  DPW-ED  will  develop  an  AST  Management  Plan 
that  will  include  a  current  inventory  of  all  existing  ASTs  at  Fort  Devens  and  related  compliance  issues. 

2.2.2  Hazardous  Substance  Management 

Historically,  activities  at  Fort  Devens  have  involved  the  management  of  various  hazardous  substances, 
including  solvents  and  petroleum  products  utilized  at  the  motor  pool,  pestiddes  and  herbiddes,  paints, 
and  solvents.  Small  amounts  of  other  miscellaneous  hazardous  substances  such  as  boiler  treatment 
chemicals,  groundskeeping  chemicals,  and  janitorial  supplies  have  also  been  used  at  the  installation. 

Hazardous  substances  present  at  Devens  Reserve  Forces  Training  Area  are  managed  in  compliance 
with  federal  requirements  outlined  in  the  Emergency  Planning  and  Community  Right-to-Know  Act, 
Executive  Order  12385,  the  Spill  Prevention  Control  and  Countermeasure  (SPCC)  requirements  in  40 
CFR  Parts  110  and  112,  CMR  40  MADEP  regulations,  AR  200-1,  and  other  applicable  federal,  state, 
and  local  regulations.  No  extremely  hazardous  substances  as  spedfied  in  the  SARA,  Title  II,  Section 
302  are  bdieved  to  be  present  at  the  installation.  The  Devens  Resave  Forces  Training  Area  does  not 
maintain  or  use  sufEident  quantities  of  hazardous  chemicals  to  require  reporting  imder  SARA  Title  ITT, 
Section  312  (Tier  reporting),  or  SARA  Title  HI,  Section  313  (Toxic  Chemical  Release  Form  R 
reporting). 

Devens  Reserve  Forces  Training  Area  maintains  material  safety  data  sheets  (MSDSs)  as  required  by 
the  Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administration  (OSHA)  for  all  hazardous  chemicals  on  the 
installation;  spill  response  equipment  is  present.  Hazardous  substance  inventories  and  MSDSs  were 
maintained  at  the  installation  until  closure.  Spill  response  coordination  with  installation  and  local 
emergency  response  agendes  will  continue. 

The  DCC  is  responsible  for  any  MSDSs  or  spill  response  coordination  required  at  property  leased  or 
transferred  to  the  DCC. 
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2.2.3  Hazardous  Waste  Management 

Fort  Devens  had  one  RCRA-permitted  treatment,  storage,  or  disposal  facility,  Building  1650,  which 
has  been  operational  since  1980.  Building  1650  became  a  RCRA-permitted  TSD  fecility  in  1986.  The 
building  had  3,000  square  feet  of  storage  space.  Satellite  accumulation  points  and  90-day  storage  areas 
were  managed  and  inspected  by  the  Environmental  Management  Office  (EMO).  All  hazardous  wastes 
were  manifested  and  transported  by  a  certified  contractor  for  disposal  at  a  permitted  off-site  disposal 
fedlity.  The  hazardous  waste  storage  facility  was  closed  in  accordance  with  the  permit  closure  plan. 

Hazardous  waste  compliance  programs  at  Devens  Reserve  Forces  Training  Area  are  conducted  under 
AR  200-1,  and  the  federal  requirements  foimd  in  40  CFR260  through  269, 40  CFR 1 17, 49  CFR 171 
et  seq..  Department  of  Transportation  regulations,  and  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  hazardous 
waste  management  regulations.  The  installation  is  currently  classified  as  a  large  quantity  generator  of 
hazardous  waste  (producer  of  1,000  kilograms  or  more  of  hazardous  waste  or  more  than  1  kilogram  of 
acutely  hazardous  waste  per  month).  The  installation  operates  under  USEPA  identification  number 
MA  7210025154  and  has  a  Massachusetts  hazardous  waste  license  number  pursuant  to  Massachusetts 
General  Law  Chapter  21C  and  310  CMR  30.00.  In  practice,  Devens  Reserve  Forces  Training  Area 
currently  generates  significantly  less  than  that  amount  of  hazardous  waste  and  could  be  classified  as  a 
small  quantity  generator  (produce  of  100  to  1,000  kilograms  of  hazardous  waste  per  month). 

The  DCC  is  respon^le  for  obtaining  any  required  licenses  and  permits  for  the  generation  of  hazardous 
waste  on  property  leased  or  transfored  to  the  DCC. 


2.2.4  Solid  Waste  Management 

Historically,  solid  waste  has  been  disposed  of  on-site  offidally  at  the  Shepley’s  HiU  Landfill.  Fourteen 
other  locations  were  identified  as  landfills  in  the  MEP  and  the  EnPA.  Two  of  these  sites  have  been 
combined.  Two  other  solid  waste  disposal  locations  were  identified  as  unauthorized  dumping  areas 
(Site  A,  AOC  41)  and  Training  Area  6d  -  South  Post  (SA  46).  The  sites  that  were  identified  as 
landfills  are  listed  below: 

•  Shepley-s  HiU  LandfiU  No.  1  (AOC  5) 

•  LandfiU  No.  2  -  South  Post  Area  7b  (SA  6) 

•  LandfiU  No.  3  -  South  Post  Impact  Area  (SA  7) 

•  LandfiU  No.  4  -  South  Post  Area  8a  (SA  8) 

•  LandfiU  No.  5  -  North  Post  LandfiU  (AOC  9) 

•  LandfiU  No.  6  -  Near  Shirley  Gate  (SA  10) 

•  LandfiU  No.  7  -  Near  LoveU  Street  (AOC  1 1)  (also  known  as  LoveU  Street  LandfiU  OU) 

•  LandfiU  No.  8  -  South  Post  Combat  Pistol  Range  12) 

•  LandfiU  No.  9  -  Near  Lake  George  Street  (SA  13) 
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•  Landfill  No.  10  -  South  Post  near  Dixie  Road  (SA 14) 

•  Landfill  No.  1 1  -  South  Post  near  Helipad  (S A 1 5) 

•  Landfill  No.  12  -  Main  Post  near  Shoppette  (SA  16) 

•  Landfill  No.  13  -  Little  Mirror  Lake  (SA  17) 

•  Cold  Spring  Brook  Landfill  (AOC  40). 

The  landfills  identified  as  SA  6,  AOC  9,  AOC  11,  SA  12,  SA  13,  AOC  40,  and  AOC  41  may  be 
handled  as  one  Landfill  Consolidation  FS.  The  Final  ROD  for  Shepley’s  Hill  Landfill  (AOCs  4,  5,  and 
18)  was  signed  in  Septembo"  1995.  NFA  Decisions  Under  CERCLA  have  been  made  for  SA  7,  SA  8, 
SA  10,  SA  14,  SA  15,  and  SA  16.  Mirror  Lake  (SA  17)  is  recommended  for  NFA  and  a  Draft  NFA 
Deciaon  Document  was  issued  in  Febmary  1996. 

Solid  waste  management  compliance  programs  at  Fort  Devens  are  conducted  under  AR  200-1  and 
420-47,  the  federal  requirements  found  in  40  CFR  240-246  and  40  CFR  257-258,  Department  of 
Transportation  regulations,  and  the  Massachusetts  solid  waste  management  regulations.  Solid  wastes 
currently  gaierated  at  Devens  Reserve  Forces  Training  Area  are  managed  in  accordance  with  all 
applicable  state  and  federal  regulations.  The  waste  is  currently  collected  by  a  licensed  solid  waste 
hauler. 

The  DCC  is  responsible  for  the  management  of  solid  waste  generated  on  property  leased  or  transferred 
totheDCC. 


2.2.5  Polychlorinated  Biphenyls  (PCBs) 

PCB  management  compliance  programs  at  Fort  Devaos  are  conducted  under  AR  200-1,  the  federal 
requirements  found  in  40  CFR  761,  Department  of  Transportation  r^ulations,  and  MADEP 
guidelines. 

An  installation-wide  transformer  study  was  completed  at  Fort  Devens  in  1982  as  a  Facility  Engineering 
Support  Activity.  Each  transformer  was  inspected  for  leaks  and  was  labeled  as  either  PCB-containing 
or  non-PCB-containing.  Nine  hundred  transformers  were  inspected  and  approximately  100 
transformers  were  identified  as  containing  PCBs.  After  1990,  Fort  Devens'  policy  required  the 
r^lacement  of  aU  PCB  transformers  containing  oil  that  exceeded  500  ppm  of  PCBs.  The  last  PCB 
transformer  was  replaced  during  the  summer  of  1993,  and  1993  records  indicate  that  no  transformers 
containing  PCB  oil  in  excess  of 500  ppm  are  present  at  Fort  Devais. 

In  1993,  under  the  BRAC  EE,  AREE  66  (Transformers)  was  investigated.  The  purpose  of  this  study 
was  to  identify  locations  where  transformers  containing  PCB  oil  may  have  leaked  onto  the  soil  on  the 
Main  and  North  Posts  of  Fort  Devens.  Ten  locations  were  identified  where  leaking  transformers  were 
removed.  At  seven  of  the  nine  locations,  PCB-contaminated  oil  had  contacted  soil.  Soil  samples  were 
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collected  at  each  of  the  six  locations  and  analyzed  for  PCB  contamination.  Based  on  the  results  of  the 
laboratory  analysis,  Removal  Actions  were  recommended  for  four  of  the  six  locations. 

Utitlities  responsibility  at  the  former  Fort  Devens  is  currently  under  negotiation.  When  negotiations  are 
complete,  the  DCC  will  assume  responsibility  for  the  electrical  system  at  the  Former  Fort  Devens. 
Transformers  are  considered  to  be  part  of  the  electrical  ^stem,  and  as  such  a  DCC  responsibility.  This 
includes  transformers  in  the  Devens  Reserve  Training  Forces  Area. 

2.2.6  Asbestos 

Asbestos-containing  material  (ACM)  is  r^ated  by  USEPA,  OSHA,  and  the  Commonwealth  of 
Massachusetts.  Asbestos  at  the  former  Fort  Devens  was  managed  in  compliance  with  the  DA  policy, 
"Asbestos,  Lead  Paint,  and  Radon  Policies  at  BRAC  Properties,"  31  October  1994.  The  Devens 
Reserve  Forces  Training  Area  will  continue  to  comply  with  applicable  state,  federal,  and  Army,  laws 
and  regulations.  The  Army  policy  on  asbestos  is  to  manage  in  place.  Because  of  the  era  during  which 
many  of  the  buildings  were  constructed  at  the  former  Fort  Devens,  ACM  is  assumed  to  have  been  used 
in  construction  An  Asbestos  Materials  Surv^,  Analysis,  and  Assessment  was  cx)nducted  by  Fort 
Devens  in  1987.  Though  the  study  does  not  distinguish  between  fiiable  and  nonfiiable  asbestos.  Fort 
Devens  uses  the  report  for  screening  purposes.  An  installation-wide  survey  for  ACM  is  required  by 
Federal  Property  Managemait  Regulations  disclosure  law  prior  to  installation  disposal.  As  a  result,  a 
comprehen^e  asbestos  survey  was  initiated  in  March  1994.  Non-residential  structures  were  surveyed 
first  and  residential  stiuctures  ware  surveyed  as  the  buildings  became  vacant.  For  sampling  purposes, 
the  buildings  were  grouped  by  year  of  constiuction  and  structural  similarities.  The  report  for  this 
survey,  including  the  sampling  results,  was  completed  in  May  1995.  Removal  or  encapsulation  will 
continue  according  to  the  results  of  the  survey  on  Devens  Reserve  Forces  Training  Area  property. 

The  DCC  is  responsible  for  the  remediation  of  asbestos  containing  materials  on  all  property  leased  or 
transferred  to  the  DCC. 

2.2.7  Radon 

The  radon  reduction  program  at  Fort  Devens  is  conducted  under  AR  200-1,  Chapter  1 1,  Army  Radon 
Reduction  Program.  In  April  and  June  1993,  radon  mitigation  efiforts  were  attempted  for  12 
stiuctures.  The  efforts  included  sealing  cracks  and  vents  in  stiucture  fiDundations.  Retesting  of  the 
radon  concentration  m  the  structures  to  verify  success  of  the  mitigation  efforts  was  not  conducted.  In 
1994,  under  the  BRAC  EE,  AREE  67  (Radon)  was  investigated  to  evaluate  Fort  Devens  radon 
reduction  program  as  part  of  the  BRAC  activities.  The  evaluation  focused  on  reviewing  the  efforts 
that  have  occurred  at  Fort  Devens  to  comply  with  the  requirements  of  AR  200-1,  Chapter  11  and 
identify  any  gaps  that  might  exist.  The  evaluation  also  reviewed  mitigation  activities  that  Fort  Devens 
has  taken  and  provided  recommendations  for  further  testing  and  mitigation.  The  Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc. 
Final  Radon  (AREE  67)  Report  was  completed  in  May  1995. 
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There  are  a  total  of  2,488  Anny-owned  structures  and  living  units  at  Fort  Devens  that  require  radon 
testing  under  AR  200-1.  Of  the  2,488  structures,  1,631  have  results  that  are  considered  reliable.  Of 
the  structures  that  were  tested  for  radon,  16  structures  vwth  radon  concentrations  in  the  8  to  20  pCi/L 
range  will  require  mitigation  within  one  to  four  years  and  118  structures  with  radon  concentrations  in 
the  4  to  8  pCi/L  range  will  require  mitigation  within  five  years. 

The  DCC  is  responable  for  the  mitigation  of  radon  contamination  at  property  leased  or  transferred  to 
theDCC. 

2.2.8  RCRA  Facilities 

Solid  Waste  Mangement  Units  (SWMUs)  were  identified  under  the  FFA  as  IRP  SAs  or  AOCs  when 
the  installation  was  placed  on  the  NPL.  The  RCRA  integration  clause  of  the  FFA  addresses 
CERCLA/RCRA  integration.  Fort  Devens  had  a  RCRA-permitted  hazardous  waste  storage  facility  at 
Building  1650,  which  was  permitted  in  1986.  The  site  was  RCRA  closed  in  1996. 

In  1980,  Fort  Devens  filed  a  RCRA  Part  A  application  that  placed  the  Bqplosive  Ordnance  Disposal 
(EOD)  Range  under  interim  status  as  a  hazardous  waste  thermal  treatment  fedlity.  In  1988,  a  RCRA 
Part  B  permit  application  for  the  EOD  Range  was  submitted.  The  EOD  Range,  which  is  located  in  the 
South  Post,  remains  active  under  RCRA  interim  status. 

The  waste  explosives  storage  bunker  (Building  3644)  (SA  24)  was  identified  as  a  RCRA  storage  area 
for  explosives  designated  for  destruction  at  the  EOD  Range  in  the  Solid  Waste  Management  Unit 
Report  in  1985.  RCRA  closure  was  completed  for  the  bunker  in  July  1996. 

All  RCRA  permitted  fadlities  and  thermal  treatment  units  will  be  closed  following  RCRA  closure 
procedures  or  the  pamit  and  interim  status  will  be  transferred  to  the  Devens  Reserve  Forces  Training 
Area. 

The  DCC  is  responsible  for  obtaining  any  necessary  RCRA  permits  for  property  leased  or  transferred 
to  the  DCC. 

2.2.9  Wastewater  Discharges 

The  former  Fort  Devens  did  not  hold  a  National  Pollutant  Discharge  Elimination  System  (NPDES) 
permit  under  the  Clean  Water  Act.  The  wastewater  treatment  plant  at  the  former  Fort  Devens  is 
designed  to  discharge  to  rapid  infiltration  sand  beds,  which  allow  the  treated  water  to  recharge  to  the 
groimdwatCT.  If  necessary  in  the  fiiture,  the  need  for  a  NPDES  permit  will  be  the  responsibility  of  the 
DCC. 

Responsibility  for  the  wastewater  treatment  plant  passed  fi-om  the  former  Fort  Devens  to  the  Devens 
Reserve  Forces  Training  Area  upon  the  closing  of  the  former  Fort  Devens  on  31  March  1996.  This 
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responsibility  ceases  on  30  September  1996,  and  the  DCC  assumes  responsibility  for  the  wastewater 
treatment  plant  on  1  October  1996. 

2.2.10  OilAVater  Separators 

Oil/water  separators  at  Fort  Devens  are  managed  under  the  installation's  SPCC  program,  in  accordance 
with  applicable  federal  regulations  including  Section  3 13(a)  of  the  Clean  Water  Act  and  40  CFR  Parts 
1 10,  1 12,  and  122,  DoD  Directives,  and  AR  200-1.  Oil  water  separators  were  investigated  under  the 
IRP  Sis,  and  RI/FSs,  or  under  the  BRAC  EE  Phase  I  and  n  (AREEs  61  and  70).  Oil/water  separators 
will  continue  to  undergo  routine  maintenance  by  the  installation. 

Following  closure  of  the  North  and  Main  Posts,  maintenance  of  the  oil/water  separators  on  the  Devens 
Reserve  Forces  Training  Area  "will  be  the  responability  of  DPW-ED. 

The  DCC  is  responsible  for  maintenance  of  the  oilAvater  separators  on  property  leased  or  transforred 
to  the  DCC. 


2.2.11  Pollution  Prevention 

Pollution  prevention  at  Fort  Devens  was  managed  through  the  installation  hazardous  waste 
management  program  in  accordance  with  AR  200-1,  Chapter  6,  and  applicable  federal  and  state 
regulatory  requirements.  The  pollution  prevention  program  at  Fort  Devens  includes  participation  in  a 
recycling  program.  The  Devens  Reserve  Forces  Training  Area  will  continue  to  maintain  their  pollution 
prevention  program  at  the  installation  until  closure.  The  possibility  of  recycling  any  materials  during 
remedial  activities  will  be  considered  during  the  design  phase.  The  DCC  is  responsible  for  pollution 
prevention  on  propoty  leased  or  transferred  to  the  DCC. 

2.2.12  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  (NRC)  Licensing 

Activities  at  the  former  Cutler  Army  Hospital  did  not  require  an  NRC  materials  license.  Storage  and 
use  of  such  radioactive  materials  as  compasses,  rifle  sights,  watches,  and  sources  for  test  and 
calibration  equipment  at  Fort  Devens  are  under  NRC  licenses  held  by  the  Army  Armament  Material 
Readiness  Command  at  Rock  Island  Arsenal,  Rock  Island,  Illinois,  and  the  Army  Communications  and 
Electronics  Command,  Fort  Monmouth,  New  Jersey.  A  radiation  close-out  survey  is  being  conducted 
to  delist  Fort  Devens  fi'om  the  two  Army-wide  NRC  licenses.  The  Phase  I  radiation  survey  began  in 
February  1995  and  was  completed  in  July  1995.  A  second  phase  radiation  survey  was  completed  in 
Spring  1996.  Additional  surveys  and  a  final  report  are  scheduled  for  Summer  1996. 

2.2.13  Mixed  Waste 

No  mixed  waste  is  generated  at  Fort  Devens;  therefore,  there  are  no  compliance  requirements  or 
strategies  under  this  program  for  the  installation. 
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2.2.14  Radiation 


No  radioactive  waste  is  generated  at  Fort  Devens;  therefore,  there  are  no  compliance  requirements  or 
strategies  under  this  program  for  the  installation. 

2.2.15  Lead-based  Paint 

The  former  Fort  Devens  lead-based  paint  management  program  was  conducted  in  accordance  with 
U.S.  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  guidelines  for  lead-based  paint  protection  and 
the  DA  policy,  "Asbestos,  Lead  Paint,  and  Radon  Policies  at  BRAC  Properties,"  3 1  October  1994.  A 
lead-based  paint  survey  was  initiated  in  November  1994.  One  hundred  eighty-two  units  were  surveyed 
for  the  presence  of  lead-based  paint.  One  hundred  thirty-one  of  these  units  are  historical  district 
stmctures  which  are  all  residential  units.  The  remaining  51  units  are  50  readential  units  in  the  Buena 
Vista  houang  development  on  the  Main  Post  and  the  chapel  located  adjacent  to  the  Buena  Vista 
housing  development.  Most  buildings  in  the  survey  are  erq>ected  to  contain  lead,  because  the  buildings 
were  constructed  prior  to  1978.  The  iSnal  report  for  this  survey  was  completed  in  June  1995.  Based 
upon  the  results,  recommendations  for  operations  and  maintenance  as  well  as  property  disposal  were 
made.  Any  future  actions  will  incorporate  both  Army  guidance  and  the  MADEP  regulations 
addressing  lead-based  paint. 

The  DCC  is  responsible  for  the  remediation  of  lead-based  paint  contamination  on  property  leased  or 
transferred  to  the  DCC.  Properties  belon^g  to  the  Devens  Reserve  Forces  Training  Area  are  the 
responsibility  of  the  DPW-ED. 

2.2.16  Medical  Waste 

Cutler  Amty  Hospital  opened  in  the  early  1950s  and  was  redesignated  a  health  clinic  in  July  1993, 
when  all  in-patient  care  ceased.  From  1977  to  1993,  the  Cutler  Army  Hospital  indnerator  was  used  to 
indnerate  pharmaceutical  wastes  and  infectious  wastes.  This  incinerator  was  dismantled  in  1993. 
From  1993  to  the  present,  all  medical  wastes  generated  at  Fort  Devens  are  transported  and  incinerated 
ofif-post  by  a  licensed  contractor,  bi  July  1994,  the  health  clinic  was  closed.  The  remaining  physidans 
and  support  staff  were  relocated  to  the  Vail  Dental  Clinic  on  Fort  Devens,  which  became  the  Vail 
Troop  Medical  Clinic.  All  medical  waste  continued  to  be  incinerated  off-post  by  a  licensed  contractor 
until  closure.  The  installation  hospital  and  the  Vail  Troop  Medical  Clinic  are  closed.  There  is  currently 
a  medical  clinic  at  building  673  to  serve  the  Devais  Reserve  Forces  Training  Area.  Waste  from  the 
clinic  is  removed  and  indnerated  by  a  licensed  contractor. 

2.2.17  Unexploded  Ordnance 

Unerqjloded  ordnance  (UXO)  at  Fort  Devens  is  currently  stored  in  the  waste  explosive  storage  bunker 
OBuilding  3644,  SA  24),  prior  to  being  detonated  on  the  Fort  Devens  EOD  Range  (AOC  25).  This 
bunker  and  the  EOD  Range  continue  to  operate  under  RCRA  interim  status. 
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World  War  n  grenades  were  placed  in  Landfill  No.  13  -  Nfirror  Lake  (SA  17).  The  14th  EOD 
Detachment  Station  at  Fort  Devens  conducted  a  removal  action  of  these  Worid  War  n  grenades  in 
1965.  An  imderwater  metal  survey  was  conducted  to  determine  if  the  removal  action  was  complete. 
The  Supplemental  SI  Data  Package  submitted  in  March  1995  indicated  that  there  was  no  explosive 
contamination  in  the  water  or  sediment  of  Mirror  Lake. 

An  UXO  survey  and  removal  was  conducted  in  1995  and  1996.  The  archive  study  report  was 
completed  March  1995  and  a  preliminary  site  survey  was  initiated  in  April  1995.  Three  areas  requiring 
removal  actions  cleared  in  1996.  The  UXO  survey  and  removal  is  a  shared  responsibility  of  BRAG  and 
the  Devens  Reserve  Forces  Training  Area.  The  DCC  and  the  Devens  Reserve  Forces  Training  Area 
are  responsible  for  considering  UXO  as  a  safety  hazard  when  demolishing,  constmcting,  digging,  etc. 

2.2.18  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  (NEPA) 

The  Final  Disposal  and  Reuse  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIS)  was  completed  July  1995.  The 
proposed  action  outlined  in  the  EIS  is  the  retention  of  a  Reserve  Enclave  and  disposal  of  approjdmately 
4,140  acres  (of  the  total  9,300  acres)  of  excess  property  made  available  by  the  closure  of  Fort  Devens. 
The  Army  will  retain  the  entire  4,880  acres  on  the  South  Post,  and  approximately  580  acres  on  the 
Main  Post.  In  addition  to  the  generation  of  NEPA  documents,  the  Army  has  a  program  in  place  to 
ensure  that  all  significant  and  applicable  Army  actions  conducted  at  the  Devens  Reserve  Forces 
Training  Area  are  property  evaluated  in  compliance  with  NEPA  requirements.  It  is  the  responsibility  of 
the  DCC  to  ensure  that  actions  conducted  on  property  leased  or  transferred  to  the  DCC  are  properly 
evaluated  in  compliance  with  NEPA  requirements. 

2.2.19  Air  Emissions 

The  MADEP  requires  significant  air  pollution  sources  to  be  permitted.  Sources  of  air  emissions  at 
Devens  are  USTs,  ASTs,  and  painting  operations.  A  comprehensive  source  survey  was  completed  in 
FY95.  The  Devens  Reserve  Forces  Training  Area  Restricted  Emission  Status  (RES)  Permit  was 
q)proved  by  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  in  November  1995.  The  state  requires  an  annual 
update  report  as  well  as  a  permit  fee  due  each  November.  A  second  annual  reporting  document  is 
required  in  March.  This  is  a  source  registration  document  that  verifies  the  amount  of  fossil  fuels 
utilized  by  the  installation  during  the  previous  calendar  year  and  calculates  the  criteria  pollutant 
emissions.  Responsibility  for  fulfilling  the  obligations  associated  with  the  RES  permit  for  the  Devens 
Reserve  Forces  Training  Area  lies  with  the  Environmental  Division  of  the  Department  of  Public 
Works.  The  DCC  is  responsible  for  obtaining  and  maintaining  any  required  permits  for  air  emissions 
related  to  DCC  properties. 

2.3  Natural  and  Cultural  Resources  Programs 

This  section  describes  the  current  status  of  the  natural  and  cultural  resource  program  established  at 
Fort  Devens  including  identification  and  management  of  vegetation,  wildlife,  wetlands,  and  other 
preservation  areas;  rare,  threatened  and  endangered  spedes;  and  cultural  resources.  Natural  and 
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cultural  resources  at  Fort  Devens  are  managed  in  accordance  with  AR  200-3  and  420-40,  DoD 
Directive  4700.4  and  4710.1,  and  applicable  federal  and  state  regulations  and  statutes. 

2.3.1  Vegetation 

Much  of  the  area  now  occupied  by  Fort  Devens  was  formerly  farmland,  with  an  interspersion  of 
pasture,  woodlots,  orchards,  and  some  cropped  fields.  Much  of  the  installation  is  composed  of  old 
fields  and  woodlots,  which  are  now  in  various  stages  of  regrowth.  Plant  communities  have  been 
modified  and  altered  by  vehicles  and  equipment,  fires  caused  by  marksmanship  practice,  and  in  some 
areas,  intentional  mowing  or  burning.  These  activities  have  maintained  a  great  diversity  of  vegetation 
types. 

The  majority  of  the  land  in  the  Main  and  North  Posts  are  developed  or  urban  cover  types,  with 
developed  land,  golf  course,  airfield,  and  filter  beds  comprising  56  percent  of  land  types.  Forested 
types  occupy  36  percent  of  the  land  surfece,  with  early-successional  black  cherry-aspen-hardwoods 
covering  2  percait,  mixed  oak-red  maple-hardwoods  covering  20  percent,  white  pine-hardwood  mixes 
covering  11  percent,  and  white,  red,  and  pitch  pine  occupying  2  percent.  Shrub  and  herbaceous  types 
each  cover  less  than  2  percent  of  the  land  area  within  the  BRAC  property. 

The  vegetation  of  the  South  Post  is  described  as  mbced  coniferous  deciduous.  The  varied  topography, 
soils,  and  drainage  in  combination  with  human  interference,  have  resulted  in  a  patchwork  of  forest, 
marsh,  grassland,  and  open  water.  Managed  forest  accounts  for  approjdmately  70  percent  of  land 
cover.  The  forest  vegetation  is  dominated  by  oak  and  white  pine  in  the  drier  areas  and  maple  and  ash 
in  the  wetter  areas. 

V^etation  management  plans  at  Fort  Devens  are  consistent  with  AR  420-74  regarding  natural 
resources.  Forests  are  managed  on  a  sustained  yield  basis;  that  is,  they  are  harvested  for  forest 
products  at  a  rate  equal  to  overall  production  in  the  forest.  Forestry  management  emphasizes 
improvement  of  the  quality  of  forest  stocks  on  the  installation  while  also  enhancing  wildlife  habitat  and 
military  training  sites.  In  the  impact  areas  on  South  Post,  prescribed  bums  are  used  to  reduce  levels  of 
highly  ignitable  or  flash  fuels.  This  practice  of  fuel  reduction  is  an  accepted  method  of  reducing  fire 
hazard  in  areas  in  high  wildfire  potential.  In  the  absence  of  periodic  prescribed  burning,  flash  fiiels, 
such  as  shmbby  undergrowth  and  dry  forest  litter,  could  accumulate  to  a  level  that  would  foster 
uncontrollable  wildfires  with  the  potential  to  damage  property  beyond  the  installation  boundaries. 

Fort  Devens  will  continue  to  manage  the  existing  forests  according  to  AR  420-74  regarding  Natural 
Resources.  Forests  are  managed  on  a  sustamed  5tield  basis  and  prescribed  bums  are  practiced  on  the 
South  Post  in  the  impact  areas  to  control  shmbby  imdergrowth  and  dry  forest  litter. 
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2.3.2  Wildlife 


The  U.S.  Fish  and  Wddlife  Service  (USFWS)  completed  a  Surv^  and  Evaluation  of  Wetlands  and 
Wildlife  Habitat  at  Fort  Devens  to  evaluate  the  potential  of  installation  lands  for  possible  inclusion  in 
the  adjacent  Oxbow  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 

The  importance  of  Fort  Devens  to  a  wide  variety  of  wildlife  species  is  due  to  the  installation's  diversity 
of  habitat  types  in  various  successional  stages,  its  location  adjacent  to  the  Nashua  River,  and  the 
amount  and  distribution  of  wetlands  present.  Wildlife  values  have  been  well  documented  by  the 
installation's  Natural  Resources  Office.  Undeveloped  lands  of  the  installation  are  known  to  support 
migratory  birds  including  waterfowl,  wading  birds,  raptors,  shord)irds,  passerines,  resident  marmnals, 
reptQes,  amphibians,  and  invertdjrates.  Installation  lands  support  breeding  activity  for  at  least  six 
state-listed  rare  species,  and  provide  migration,  feeding,  and  resting  habitats  for  two  federally  listed 
endangered  spedes  and  at  least  10  species  of  concern  at  both  the  state  and  federal  government. 
Additional  rare  species  may  be  present.  Wetlands  along  the  Nashua  River  and  the  Slaterock,  Ponakin, 
and  Cranberry  Brook  drainages,  have  been  identified  on  the  Massachusetts  Natural  Heritage  and 
Endangered  Spedes  Program's  "Estimated  Habitat  Map  of  State-listed  Rare  Wetlands  Wildlife." 

Although  Fort  Devens  has  a  Natural  Resources  Office,  there  is  an  existing  Cooperative  Agreement 
between  the  Army,  the  Massachusetts  Division  of  Fisheries  and  Wildlife,  and  the  USFWS  concerned 
with  the  protection,  development,  and  management  of  fish  and  wildlife  resources  on  the  installation. 
The  agreement  allows  for  research  and  management  activities  and  provides  for  technical  assistance  by 
other  federal  and  state  fish  and  wildlife  e3q)erts. 

The  Survey  and  Evaluation  of  Wetlands  and  Wildlife  Habitat  identified  Fort  Devens  as  containing 
wildlife  habitats  recognized  as  a  priority  for  protection  at  both  the  federal  and  state  levels.  The  area 
includes  diverse  habitats  and  unique  communities  and  supports  many  federal  and  state  spedes  of 
concern.  Fort  Devens  will  continue  to  maintain  the  existing  wildlife  habitats  until  closure.  A  large 
portion  of  the  North  and  Main  Posts  will  be  transferred  to  the  Oxbow  National  Wildlife  Refuge  as  a 
"greenway"  along  the  Nashua  River. 

2.3.3  Wetlands  and  Flood  Plains 

The  USFWS  anatyzed  existing  information  fi'om  the  Survey  and  Evaluation  of  Wetlands  and  Wildlife 
Habitat  to  evaluate  the  potential  of  including  installation  wetlands  in  the  adjacent  Oxbow  National 
Wildlife  Refuge.  An  ongoing  wetlands  survey  is  being  conducted  by  the  USAGE  to  further  define  and 
accurately  map  the  wetlands  of  Fort  Devens. 

The  extensive  wetlands  occurring  along  the  Nashua  River  flood  plain,  including  associated  wetland 
tributary  drainages  and  headwaters,  have  been  listed  as  a  priority  for  protection  under  both  the  North 
American  Waterfowl  Management  Plan  and  the  Emergency  Wetlands  Resources  Act  of  1986.  The 
Nashua  River  is  a  direct  tributary  of  the  Merrimack  River  system,  and  as  such  is  also  included  in  the 
USEPA's  Priority  Wetlands  of  New  England  listing  (1987). 
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The  m^'ority  of  wetlands  occurring  on  Fort  Devens  lands  are  classified  within  the  palustrine  ^stem, 
with  some  open  water  acreage  in  the  riverine  and  lacustrine  systems.  Forested,  shiiab,  and  emergent 
wetlands  on  the  east  side  of  the  Nashua  River  flood  plain,  within  the  Oxbow  National  VWldlife  Refuge, 
total  slightly  over  500  acres.  There  are  an  additional  190  acres  of  flood  plain  wetlands  on  the  west  side 
of  the  Nashua  River,  within  the  South  Post  of  Fort  Devens,  which  are  an  int^jal  part  of  the  same 
system  and  exhibit  an  equally  high  degree  of  interspersion  and  diversity  in  the  form  of  flooded  oxbows 
and  meander  scars,  emergent  marsh,  and  mixed  patches  of  shrub  and  forested  wetland. 

The  important  Nashua  River  flood  plain  wetlands  extend  north  of  Route  2  into  the  Main  and  North 
Posts,  and,  although  mainly  forested  (294  acres),  include  similar  high  diversity  in  the  form  of  small 
flooded  oxbows,  emergent  marsh-dominated  meander  scars  (20  acres),  and  shrub  wetland  (54  acres). 
Flood  plain  wetlands  occurring  along  the  Nashua  River  along  the  western  boundary  of  the  Main  Post 
total  191  aCTes.  Wetlands  in  this  area  drain  directly  south  into  the  Oxbow  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  and 
are  hydrologically  connected  under  Route  2.  Smkl  isolated  pockets  of  wetlands  occur  on  the  east  side 
of  the  cantonment  area,  and  include  forest,  shrub,  and  emergent  dominated  wetland.  Two  ponds, 
smaller  than  10  acres  each,  and  the  25-acre  Mirror  Lake  (102  acres  total)  are  also  identified  as  wetland 
areas.  Total  acreage  for  wetlands  occurring  within  the  Main  Post  and  North  Post  is  143  acres,  the 
majority  bdng  forested  (109  acres).  Much  of  this  forested  and  mbced  forested-shrub  wetland  is  either 
associated  with  the  Nashua  River  or  occurs  along  its  immediate  tributary,  Nonacoicus  Brook. 

The  South  Post  consists  of  troop  training  ranges  and  the  South  Post  Impact  Area.  The  topograplty  of 
the  South  Post  is  generally  rolling  and  irr^ulnr.  There  are  several  water  bodies  located  on  the  South 
Post:  Spectacle  Brook  drains  to  the  west  to  the  North  Nashua  River,  Oak  Hill  Pond  is  located  in  the 
northwest  comer  of  the  post;  Slate  Rock  Brook  and  State  Rock  Pond  drain  into  the  Nashua  River, 
which  borders  the  South  Post  in  the  northeast;  New  Cranberry  Pond  and  an  unnamed  stream  are 
located  adjacent  to  Harvard  Road  in  the  southeastern  portion  of  the  South  Post;  Cranberry  Pond  is  in 
the  center  of  the  post;  and  Ponaldn  Brook  is  located  to  the  southwest  and  Heron  Pond  to  the  southeast 
in  the  most  southon  portion  of  South  Post.  There  are  several  wetlands  in  the  northeast  comer  of  the 
South  Post  where  the  Nashua  River  borders  the  installation.  Wetlands  are  also  found  along  Slate  Rock 
Brook,  west  of  Slate  Rock  Pond,  along  the  unnamed  stream,  and  Heron  Pond  in  the  southeastern  part 
of  the  South  Post  and  around  Ponaldn  Brook  in  the  southernmost  part  of  South  Post.  Water  levels  on 
South  Post  are  managed  for  the  prevention  of  roadway  flooding  by  beaver  ponds  and  for  oihancement 
of  wildlife  habitat  in  and  near  wetland  areas.  Open  water  and  deep  marsh  waterfowl  feeding  and  brood 
rearing  habitat  has  been  maintained  on  South  Post  by  managing  water  levels  in  ponds  along  the  Slate 
Rock  Pond  System.  Release  of  water  fi'bm  the  ponds  within  the  Slate  Rock  Pond  ^stem  benefits  the 
composition  of  downstream  s3^ems  by  preventing  establishment  of  non-wetland  species.  Controlled 
alteration  of  water  levels  in  wetlands  at  5-year  intervals  has  been  recommended  as  an  efifective  method 
of  wildlife  habitat  management. 

The  water  bodies  on  the  South,  North,  and  Main  Posts  are  within  the  Nashua  River  watershed.  The 
watershed  has  been  designated  a  Class  B  watershed  by  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts,  which 
means  waters  are  to  be  maintained  as  suitable  habitat  for  fish  and  other  aquatic  life,  as  primary  and 
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secondaiy  contact  recreation,  and  as  public  water  supply  (where  designated  for  this  use)  if  the  water 
undergoes  appropriate  treatment. 

Fort  Devens  has  extensive  wetlands  that  would  be  subject  to  permitting  through  Section  404  of  the 
Clean  Water  Act  if  dred^g  or  filling  activities  were  required.  Tlie  Army  will  continue  to  comply  with 
wetland  regulations  through  disposal  of  the  property.  The  USAGE  wetlands  survey  is  still  ongoing. 

2.3.4  Designated  Preservation  Areas 

There  are  currently  no  designated  preservation  areas  located  on  Fort  Devens.  The  ongoing  survey  of 
the  natural  resources  at  Fort  Devens  has  tentatively  identified  two  or  three  areas  with  rare  plant  spedes 
that  may  become  designated  preservation  areas  in  the  future. 

2.3.5  Kare,  Threatened  and  Endangered  Species 

According  to  a  Biolo^cal  and  Endangered  Species  Baseline  Study  prqjared  in  August  1993  by 
USAGE,  no  federally  listed  or  proposed  endangered  spedes  are  known  to  occur  in  the  Fort  Devens 
area,  with  the  exception  of  occaaonal  transient  endangered  bald  eagles  or  per^rine  felcons.  No 
federally  threatened  spedes  are  known  to  occur  at  the  instaUatioa  The  blazing  star  (Liatris  borealis)  is 
a  Class  n  federal  candidate  for  rare  plant  spedes.  The  northern  goshawk  (Accipiter  bentilis)  and 
Blanding's  turtle  (Emydoidea  blandmgi)  are  Class  n  federal  candidates  for  rare  animal  spedes. 

The  only  state  endangered  animal  species  documented  at  Fort  Devens  is  the  upland  sandpiper 
(Bartramia  longicauda) .  Four  plant  spedes  have  been  identified  as  state  endangered  spedes:  spike 
rusk  (Eleocharis  ovata)-,  Houghton's  flatsedge  (Cyperus  houghtonii)',  wild  senna  (Cassia  hebecarpa)', 
and  small  bur-reed  (Spargarnvm  minimum).  The  cattail  sedge  (Carex  typhina)  is  a  state  threatened 
spedes. 

Six  animal  spedes  of  spedal  state  concern  have  been  documented  at  Fort  Devens:  blue-spotted 
salamander  (Ambystoma  laterale)\  grasshopper  sparrow  (Ammodramus  savannarum)',  spotted  turtle 
(Clemmys  guttata)-,  wood  turtle  (Clemmys  insculpta)  -,  water  shrew  (Sorex  palustris);  and  eastern  box 
turtle  (Terrcpene  Carolina). 

Although  no  unique  and  rare  communities  have  been  identified  at  Fort  Devens,  the  presence  and 
distribution  of  several  spedes  of  rare  and  endangered  flora  and  fauna  at  the  installation  may  result  in  the 
state  assigning  Significant  Habitat  status  to  certain  regions  of  Fort  Devens.  Of  the  numerous  habitat 
types  at  Fort  Devens,  portions  of  the  pitch  pine/scrub  oak  habitat,  black  spruce  bogs,  grasslands  within 
the  Turner  Drop  Zone,  portions  of  the  Nashua  River  flood  plain  communities  and  several  disturbed 
sandy  areas  at  Fort  Devens  may  be  classified  as  Significant  Habitat. 

Fort  Devens  will  continue  to  maintain  the  existing  ecosystems  that  support  rare,  threatened,  and 
endangered  plant  and  animal  spedes  until  closure.  The  South  Post  has  been  deagnated  an  Area  of 
Critical  Environmental  Concern  (ACEC). 
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2.3.6  Cultural  Resources 


Fort  Devens  has  one  historic  property  which  is  listed  in  the  National  Re^ster  of  Hstoric  Places,  the 
1930s  Permanent  Cantonment  Area. 

The  Historic  Inventory  Survey  Report,  released  in  May  1993,  identified  80  buildings,  one  she,  and  one 
object  that  are  50  years  or  older.  The  survey  excluded  all  buildings  previously  surveyed  as  part  of  the 
Fort  Devens  Historic  District  and  those  building  types  included  in  the  DoD  World  War  n  temporary 
buildings  documentation  program.  The  80  buildings,  one  site,  and  one  object  were  evaluated  with 
reference  to  the  Army  System  Classification  and  the  National  Register  of  lEstoric  Places  criteria  of 
eligibility.  No  Category  I  (properties  of  major  in^rtance)  or  n  (properties  of  importance)  properties 
were  identified.  Fifty-one  buildings,  one  site,  and  one  object  were  identified  as  Cat^ory  m  (properties 
of  minor  importance)  properties,  including  three  individual  buildings,  one  site,  one  object,  and  48 
buildings  within  two  historic  districts.  The  site  is  the  installation  cemetery  and  the  object  is  a  Sniper 
Tree.  All  53  Category  HI  properties  were  determined  to  meet  the  criteria  of  eligibility  for  inclusion  on 
the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  with  one  exception.  Twenty-nine  Clategory  IV  (properties  of 
little  or  no  importance)  properties  were  identified,  and  no  Category  V  (properties  detrimaital  to  the 
significance  of  adjacent  historic  properties)  properties  were  identified.  At  this  time,  the  nomination  of 
the  Cat^ory  HI  properties  to  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Properties  has  not  been  completed. 

The  final  Archeological  Inventory  Survey  was  completed  in  November  1993.  Twenty-nine  historical 
ardiaeolo^cal  sites  were  identified  on  the  Main  Post  and  North  Post  as  a  result  of  the  archaeological 
survey.  On  the  main  post,  22  historic  sites  were  visually  identified  and  recorded;  19  of  these  were  field 
tested  due  to  their  location  on  property  to  be  disposed  and  reused.  On  the  North  Post,  seven  historic 
sites  were  visually  identified,  recorded,  and  field  tested  due  to  thdr  location  on  property  to  be  disposed 
and  reused. 

Hghteen  of  the  identified  historic  archaeological  sites  on  property  to  be  disposed  and  reused  are 
assessed  as  having  &ir  to  very  good  and  excellent  integrity.  National  Raster  eligibility  of  these  sites 
has  yet  to  be  determined. 

The  Historic  Inventory  Survey  recommends  further  study  and  evaluation  to  prepare  National  Raster 
of  Historic  Places  documentation  for  two  individual  properties,  the  Red  Cross  Building  and  the 
Garage;  for  one  site,  the  Cemetery  (individually  or  as  part  of  the  Fort  Devens  Historic  District);  for  one 
object,  the  Sniper  Tree;  and  for  two  historic  areas,  the  Quartermaster  Area  and  the  Civilian  MBlitary 
Training  Camp  Area.  The  Sniper  Tree  has  since  been  moved.  Additional  research  has  been 
recommaided  to  establish  a  national  context  for  the  (Quartermaster  Area  and  the  Civilian  Military 
Training  Camp  Area.  The  Willard  Farm  was  evaluated  as  potentially  eli^le  for  National  Register 
listing  as  a  fermhouse  with  an  assodated  archaeological  site  component,  pending  the  results  of  ongoing 
archaeological  investigations. 

Modem  buildings,  sites,  structures,  and  objects  should  be  reevaluated  as  they  reach  50  years  of  age. 
Further  study  and  evaluation  activities  will  be  determined  by  the  USACE,  the  State  Historic 
Preservation  Officer,  and  the  Advisory  Council  for  Historic  Preservation. 
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The  Archaeological  Inventory  Survey  recommends  further  research  to  assess  site  eli^bility  for  the 
National  Register  of  Historic  Places  of  the  1 1  identified  prehistoric  sites  and  18  historic  sates  on  BRAC 
properly.  Avoidance  and  preservation  in  place  is  recommended  for  these  sites.  Further  study  and 
evaluation  activities  for  these  sites  will  be  determined  by  the  Army,  the  USAGE,  the  State  Historic 
Preservation  OflScer,  and  the  Advisory  Council  for  Historic  Preservation. 

2.4  Environmental  Condition  of  Property 

In  October  1992,  Public  Law  102-426,  the  CERFA  amended  Section  120(h)  of  the  CERCLA  and 
established  new  requirements  with  respect  to  contamination  assessment,  cleanup,  and  regulatory 
agency  notification  /  concurrence  for  federal  fadlily  closures.  CERFA  requires  the  federal  government 
to  identify  property  where  where  no  ha2ardous  substances  were  stored,  released  or  dispos^  of  on  the 
federal  property  prior  to  the  termination  of  federal  activites  on  the  property.  In  April  1994,  the  Army 
completed  an  initial  CERFA  investigation  to  identify  the  environmental  condition  of  the  property. 
This  CERFA  report  has  been  superseded  by  the  Environmental  Baseline  Survey  (EBS)  -  Basewide, 
which  provides  more  detailed  information. 

The  Final  EBS  -  Basewide  was  released  in  April  1996,  and  includes  the  signed  Finding  of  Suitability  to 
Transfer  (FOST)  and  the  signed  Finding  of  Suitability  to  Lease  (FOSL)  for  properties  not  to  be 
retained  by  the  Devens  Reserve  Forces  Training  Area.  The  proposed  transfer  and/or  lease  parcels 
consist  of  approximately  3,040  aa-es  of  land  at  Fort  Devens;  the  land  will  be  transferred  fi-om  the  U.  S. 
Army  to  the  Massachusetts  Government  Land  Bank  (MGLB).  The  ]®S  -  Basewide  followed 
protocols  outlined  in  the  current  DoD  guidance  on  the  environmental  review  process  for  deed  transfer 
and  lease  of  real  property  at  BRAC  Installations. 

Copies  of  the  Final  EBS  -  Basewide  were  distributed  to  the  regulators.  The  document  is  also  available 
in  the  Ayer,  Davis,  Harvard,  Lancaster,  and  Shirley  libraries;  or  in  the  Devens  Reserve  Forces  Training 
Area  BRAC  Environmental  OflSce  Archive  Room,  by  appointment.  An  updated  EBS  and  FOST  is 
prepared  for  additional  property  as  clean-up  is  complete  and  the  property  is  available  for  transfer. 

2.5  Status  of  Community  Involvement 

Community  relations  activities  that  have  taken  place  at  Fort  Devens  include  the  following: 

•  Three  organizations  have  been  granted  formal  Cooperating  Agency  status  by  the  Army: 
the  MGLB,  the  USFWS,  and  the  four  host  communities  of  Ayer,  Harvard,  Lancaster,  and 
Shirley.  The  Army  entered  into  a  Memorandum  of  Agreement  with  the  three  Cooperating 
Agencies.  The  agreement  outlines  the  roles  and  responsibilities  of  each  member  and 
formulates  a  Fort  Devens  Disposal  and  Reuse  EIS  Primary  Coordination  Team,  composed 
of  one  or  more  representatives  fi’om  each  agency. 
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•  The  Federal  Bureau  of  Prisons  began  discussions  with  the  OflSce  of  Economic  Adjustment, 
the  MGLB,  and  the  communities  in  January  1992  regarding  the  siting  of  a  federal  prison 
complex  at  Fort  Devens.  During  1992,  numerous  meetings  were  held  with  local  and  state 
offidals,  the  MGLB,  the  Fort  Devens  Reuse  Committee,  local  residents,  the  USAGE,  and 
the  Joint  Boards  of  Selectmen  (JBOS)  for  the  four  communities  surrounding  Fort  Devens. 

•  On  2  July  1993,  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Prisons  published  an  Intent  to  Proceed  with  the 
project  in  the  Federal  Raster.  On  July  20,  1993,  a  scoping  session  was  held.  Project 
construction  is  in  process. 

•  On  30  June  1992,  the  MGLB  submitted  an  Environmental  Notification  Form  to  the 
Massachusetts  Executive  Office  of  Environmental  Affiirs,  Massachusetts  Environmental 
Policy  Act  (MEPA)  Unit  for  the  redevelopment  of  Fort  Devens.  In  the  notification,  the 
MGLB  requested  that  the  project  be  designated  as  a  "Major  and  Complicated  Project." 
This  designation  will  allow  coordination  of  the  MEPA  process  with  the  NEPA  process, 
incorporation  of  additional  parcels  if  they  are  surpluss^  by  the  DoD,  formation  of  a 
Citizen's  Advisory  Committee,  and  early  review  of  certain  reuse  activities.  The 
Environmental  Notification  Form  was  published  in  the  Environmental  Monitor  on  8  July 
1992,  including  the  announcement  of  a  comment  period  ending  29  July  1992.  On  26 
August  1992,  the  Massachusetts  SeCTetary  of  Environmental  Affairs  (the  Secretary)  issued 
a  certificate  designating  Fort  Devens  as  a  Mqor  and  Complicated  Project. 

•  On  8  Fdjruary  1993,  the  Secretary  issued  a  certificate  announdng  that  Fort  Devens  closure 
and  reuse  programs  will  require  the  preparation  of  an  Eiviroiunental  Impact  Report  (F.TR) 
The  EIR  includes  an  installation  reuse  plan,  an  evaluation  of  existing  conditions  on  the 
property,  an  assessment  of  potential  impacts  fi’om  the  project  to  existing  resources,  and 
mitigation  of  those  impacts. 

•  The  Draft  and  Final  NH*A  EIS  were  prepared  by  the  USAGE  for  FORSCOM.  The  Final 
EIS  was  approved  in  May  1995  by  Mr.  Lewis  D.  Waiver,  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  of 
the  Army  (Environment,  Safety,  and  Occupational  Health.) 

•  The  Fort  Devens  Redevelopment  Citizen's  Advisory  Committee  was  formed  to  provide 
input  to  the  environmental  review  of  the  project. 

•  The  Final  EIR  is  a  companion  to  the  Final  EIS.  The  Final  EIR  was  submitted  in  July  1996. 
The  EIR  addresses  potential  impacts  of  the  Base  Reuse  Plan  mitigation  at  the  master 
planning  level. 

•  A  reuse  planning  partnership  was  created  between  the  JBOS  of  Ayer,  Harvard,  Lancaster 
and  Shirley,  and  the  MGLB.  A  series  of  public  meetings  have  been  held  by  this  partnership 
to  develop  a  reuse  plan  for  Fort  Devens,  which  was  incorporated  into  the  Draft  and  Final 
versions  of  the  Base  Reuse  Plan  and  By-laws. 
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•  Legislation  was  passed  on  5  January  1994,  by  the  Massachusetts  Legislature  creating  a 
"Devens  Enterprise  Commisaon,"  which  serves  as  a  one-stop  permitting  board  for 
developers  be^nning  in  1 995  on  the  former  Fort  Devens  Army  Base. 

•  As  part  of  the  Environmental  Notification  Form  for  the  redevelopment  of  Fort  Devens,  the 
MGLB  requested  early  approval  for  the  reuse  of  the  existing  railroad  fecilities.  The  public 
comment  period  for  this  project  ran  concurrently  with  the  comment  period  for  the 
Environmental  Notification  Form  as  a  whole.  A  letter  fi-om  the  Secretary  dated  8  February 
1993,  required  that  impacts  fi-om  this  proposed  intermodal  fadlity  be  addressed  as  part  of 
theEIR. 

•  CRP.  A  CRP  was  prepared  for  Fort  Devens  as  required  by  CERCLA,  the  DoD's  IRP,  and 
the  FFA.  The  CRP  has  the  jfollowing  specific  objectives; 


Ensure  the  public  understands  that  personal  and  community  health  and  interests 
are  of  paramount  concern  to  the  Army. 

Inform  and  educate  local  readents,  on-post  employees,  and  local  officials  of  the 
RD/RA  process. 

Provide  local  residents,  on-post  employees,  and  federal,  state,  dty,  and  local 
r^ulatory  officials  an  opportunity  to  review  and  commait  on  the  studies  at 
Fort  Devens  and  on  suggested  RA  alternatives  and  decisions. 

Keep  the  Army  sensitive  to  and  informed  about  changes  in  community 
concerns,  attitudes,  information  needs,  and  activities  r^arding  Fort  Devens 
and  use  their  concerns  as  factors  in  evaluating  modifications  of  the  CRP  as 
necessary  to  address  these  changes. 

Efifectively  serve  the  community's  information  needs  and  address  dtizen 
inquiries  through  prompt  release  of  factual  information  through  the  media  and 
other  information  dissemination  techniques. 

Effectively  respond  to  the  needs  of  the  media  by  providing  timely  response  to 
inquiries  and  requests  for  interviews  and  briefings,  thereby  resulting  in  accurate 
reporting  of  activities  at  Fort  Devens. 

Create  and  maintain,  through  an  active  public  afifeirs  program,  a  climate  of 
imderstanding  and  tmst  with  the  aim  of  provicfing  information  and 
opportunities  for  comments  and  discussion. 

Ensure  that  appropriate  federal,  state,  dty,  and  local  elected  officials  are 
informed  of  results  of  the  investigations  and  recommended  RAs. 

Provide  a  single  entity  for  dissemination  of  information  for  matters  regarding 
the  progress  of  the  contamination  assessments,  RAs,  and  other  dedsions  at 
Fort  Devens. 
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Identify  issues  and  potential  areas  of  concern  and  develop  and  implanent 
objective  means  to  avoid  or  resolve  conflict. 

•  Fact  Sheets.  Fact  sheets  are  distributed  during  public  meetings  and  to  anyone  requesting 
information. 

•  Public  Notification.  At  certain  key  events  during  the  restoration  process  and  reuse 
planning  process  at  Fort  Devens,  public  notices  are  placed  in  local  newspapers  and  public 
service  announcements  are  made  available  to  local  radio  and  television  stations. 

•  Information  Repositories.  Information  repositories  were  established  in  the  main  town 
libraries  of  Ayer,  Lancaster,  Harvard,  and  Shirley.  An  additional  repository  was  established 
at  the  Davis  Library  on  Fort  Devens.  All  reports  received  at  the  MADEP  office  from  the 
Army  are  also  available  for  public  review  by  appointment. 

•  Administrative  Record.  An  administrative  record  file  is  kept  by  the  Devens  Reserve  Forces 
Training  Area  BRAC  Environmental  Office  in  accordance  with  C3ERQLA  requirements. 
Administrative  record  files  are  also  kept  by  the  USEPA  at  the  USEPA  Region  I  Records 
Center  in  Boston,  and  by  the  MADEP  in  the  central  r^onal  office.  An  administrative 
record  file  ind»c  is  maintained  at  Fort  Devens,  MADEP,  and  USEPA 

•  Mailing  List.  Mailing  lists  have  been  developed  by  the  Amty,  USEPA,  and  MADEP 
conasting  of  parties  interested  in  and  involved  with  the  Fort  Devens  cleanup. 

•  Public  Information  Meetings.  Public  information  meetings  are  planned  and  scheduled  to 
solidt  input  into  the  restoration  and  raise  planning  programs  occurring  at  Fort  Devens. 

•  Formal  Public  Comment  Periods.  Thirty-day  formal  public  comment  periods  are  held  by 
the  Amty  for  all  proposed  RA  plans.  Responsiveness  summaries  are  prepared  by  the  Army 
followmg  comment  periods.  The  responsiveness  summaries  address  and  respond  to  the 
comments  received  during  the  comment  periods.  In  addition  to  the  formal  comment 
periods  held  for  PPs,  informal  comment  periods  are  held  on  all  primary  documents  issued 
during  the  study  and  cleanup  phases  of  the  process.  These  comment  periods  are  held  for  20 
days,  during  which  time  both  written  and  oral  comments  are  accepted. 

•  Public  Hearings.  Public  hearings  are  held  by  the  Amty  during  the  formal  comment  periods 
to  record  oral  comments.  A  copy  of  the  transcript  of  the  public  hearing  is  made  available  in 
the  information  repositories. 

•  Restoration  Advisory  Board  (RAB).  A  RAB  was  created  in  February  1994.  Meetings  are 
generally  held  monthly  and  are  open  to  the  public.  Meetings  are  announced  in  the  local 
newspapers  and  topics  of  discussion  are  planned  prior  to  the  meetings. 

Fort  Devens  has  adopted  the  following  strata  to  support  a  proactive  community  relations  program: 
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•  Coordination  with  the  Cooperating  Agency  in  determining  the  future  land  uses  of  Fort 
Devens  will  continue. 


•  Continue  to  update  the  existing  CRP. 


•  Maintain  the  administrative  record,  mailing  lists,  and  information  repositories.  The 
locations  of  the  five  information  repositories  for  Fort  Devens  are  as  follows; 


1.  Ayer  Public  Library 
26  East  Main  Street 
Ayer,MA  01432 
(508)  722-2257 

2.  Hazen  Memorial  Library 
Number  6,  Lancaster  Road 
Shirley,  MA  01464 
(508)425-9645 

5 .  Harvard  Public  Libraiy 

Fairbank  Street 
Harvard,  MA  01451 
(508)456-4114 


3 .  Lancaster  Public  Libraiy 
Main  Street 
Lancaster,  MA  01523 
(508)368-8928 

4.  FortDevens 

Davis  Library,  Building  2001 
MacArthur  Avenue 
Fort  Devens,  MA  01433 
(508)  796-2431 


•  Continue  to  provide  information  and  support  in  the  development  of  fact  sheets,  public 
notifications,  public  information  meetings,  and  public  hejirings 

•  Continue  to  conduct  monthly  RAB  meetings. 
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South  Post  Area  CERC1_A  and  BRAC  EE  Sites 


Figure  2. 1 
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Bureau  Of  Prisions  Parcel  Area 
CERCLA  and  BRAG  EE  Sites 


A  /  Outline  of  water  bodies 
'.A/  Fort  Devens  Roads 
PA  *^ort  Devens  Boundary 
CERCLA  and  BRAC  EE  Sites 


N 


Figure  2.2 
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3400  and  2600  Parcel  Area 
CERCLA  and  BRAG  EE  Sites 


/',/  Outline  of  water  bodies 
/  V  Fort  Devens  Roads 

/  v'' 

Fort  Devens  Boundary 


CERCLA  and  BRAC  EE  Sites 
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Devens  Reserve  Forces  Training  Area  (Main  Enclave)  Parcel  Area 

CERCLA  and  BRAC  EE  Sites 


A  /  Outline  of  water  bodies 
/\,y  Fort  Devens  Roads 
PA  Fort  Devens  Boundary 
CERCLA  and  BRAC  EE  Sites 


Figure  2.4 
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Ammunition  Supply  Point  and  Commissary  Area 
CERCLA  and  BRAC  EE  Sites 


A.  /  Outline  of  water  bodies 
Fort  Devens  Roads 
fAj  Fort  Devens  Boundary 
CERCLA  and  BRAC  EE  Sites 


Figure  2.5 
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West  Rail  Industrial  Area  CERCLA  and  BRAG  EE  Sites 


/\/  Outline  of  water  bodies 
'/w  Fort  Devens  Roads 
Fort  Devens  Boundary 
CERCLA  and  BRAC  EE  Sites 
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Barnum  Road  Area  CERCLA  and  BRAC  EE  Sites 
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Shepley  s  Hill  Area  CERCLA  and  BRAG  EE  Sites 


Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts  -  September  1996 


Headquarters  Area  CERCLA  and  BRAC  EE  Sites 
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Moore  Army  Air  Field  Area  CERCLA  and  BRAC  EE  Sites 
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/\/  Outline  of  water  bodies 
y  Fort  Devens  Roads 
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Figure  2. 10 
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□evens  Area  Aquifer  and  Zone  lls 
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Figure  2. 12 
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Fort  Devens  Water  and  Wetlands 
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sites  returned  to  individual  assessment  standards. 
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3.  ENTVlROmiENTAL  PROGRAM  MASTER  SCHEDULES 


The  environmental  program  master  schedules  are  updated  on  a  quarterly  basis,  and  are 
presented  in  Table  3.1,  The  Quarterly  Report  Task  List  and  Table  3.2,  The  Quarterly  Report 
Gantt  Chart. 

3.1  Environmental  Restoration  Program 

This  section  presents  response  schedules  and  outlines  fiscal  year  requirements  for  Fort  Devens 
environmental  restoration  program. 

3.1.1  Response  Schedules 

The  installation's  ability  to  meet  the  milestones  shown  in  the  Quarterly  Report  hinges  on  (1)  the 
preparation  of  draft  RI  reports  and  baseline  risk  assessments,  (2)  the  review  of  these 
documents  by  the  MADEP  and  USEPA  Region  I,  and  (3)  the  discovery  of  additional  sources. 
The  schedules  in  the  Quarterly  Report  are  based  on  the  following  general  time  periods  between 
documents: 

•  Comments  on  all  primary  and  secondary  documoits  are  submitted  within  45  days 
of  publication  of  a  document.  Comment  response  packages  are  submitted  either 
within  45  days  of  receipt  of  comments  or  concurrently  with  the  final  version  of  a 
document. 

•  The  SI  Data  Package  (which  replaces  the  draft  SI  Report,  a  primary  document)  is 
published  no  later  than  60  days  after  the  collection  of  the  second  round  of 
groundwater  samples. 

•  The  final  SI  report  (a  primary  document)  is  published  90  days  after  regulatory 
comments  are  recdved  on  the  data  package. 

•  The  Risk  Assessment  Approach  Plan  (a  secondary  documait)  is  published  no  later 
than  90  days  prior  to  the  draft  RI  report. 

•  The  draft  RI  Report  (a  primary  document)  is  published  no  later  than  1 50  days  after 
the  collection  of  the  second  round  of  groundwater  samples. 

•  The  final  RI  Report  (a  primary  document)  is  published  no  later  than  90  days  after 
recdpt  of  comments  on  the  draft  RI  report. 

•  The  Initial  Screening  of  Alternatives  (a  secondary  document)  is  published  no  later 
than  60  days  after  publication  of  the  final  RI  report. 

•  The  Detailed  Screening  of  Alternatives  (a  secondary  document)  is  published  no 
later  than  60  days  after  receipt  of  comments  on  the  Initial  Screening  of  Alternatives 
document. 
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•  The  draft  FS  Report  (a  primary  document)  is  published  no  later  than  90  days  after 
receipt  of  comments  on  the  Detailed  Screening  of  Alternatives  Report. 

•  The  final  FS  Report  (a  primary  document)  is  published  no  later  than  90  days  after 
receipt  of  comments  on  the  draft  FS  report. 

•  The  draft  PP  (a  primary  document)  is  published  concurrently  with  the  final  FS 
report. 

•  The  final  PP  (a  primary  document)  is  published  no  later  than  30  days  after  receipt 
of  comments  on  the  draft  PP  (this  is  also  the  start  of  the  30-day  public  comment 
period). 

•  The  draft  ROD  (a  primary  document)  is  published  no  later  than  60  days  after  the 
end  of  the  public  comment  period. 

•  The  final  ROD  (a  primary  document)  is  published  no  later  than  30  days  after  the 
draft  ROD. 

•  The  following  primary  documents,  as  specified  by  the  FFA,  are  included  in  the 
RD/RA  phase;  RD/I^  Work  Plan,  RD,  final  RD,  and  project  cdose-out  report. 
The  following  secondary  documents  are  included  in  the  RD/RA  phase;  pre-RD, 
construction  quality  assurance/quality  control  (QA/QC)  plan,  pre-final  1^,  and 
Contingency  Plan. 

3.1.2  Requirements  by  Fiscal  Year 

The  detailed  requirements  information  by  fiscal  year  was  provided  by  the  BCT  and  is 
incorporated  into  this  document  by  reference.  The  tables  in  Appendix  A  to  this  documait 
provide  summary  information  on  fimding  requirements. 
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ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  January  1995,  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA  Fort  Devens  Study 
Area  58  Buildings  2648  and  2650  Fuel  oil  Spills.  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  January  1995,  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA.  SA43N,  Historic 
Gas  Station  Sites.  Fort  Devens.  MA.  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  January  1995,  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA.  SA43P,  Historic 
Gas  Station  Sites.  Fort  Devens.  MA,  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  January  1995,  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA,  SA43Q,  Historic 
Gas  Station  Sites.  Fort  Devens,  MA,  For:  U.S,  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  January  1995,  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA,  SA  43R,  Historic 
Gas  Station  Sites,  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  January  1995,  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA,  SA43S,  Historic 
Gas  Station  Sites.  Fort  Devens.  MA.  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  January  1995,  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA,  SA_14,  Landfill 
No.  10,  Fort  Devens.  MA,  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  January  1995,  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA,  SA  43B,  Historic 
Gas  Station  Sites.  Fort  Devens.  MA,  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  January  1995,  No  Further  Action  Under  CERCLA  SA43C,  Historic  Gas 
Station  Sites.  Fort  Devens.  MA,  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  January  1995,  No  Further  Action  Under  CERCLA ,  SA  43E  Historic  Gas 
Station  Sites.  Fort  Devens.  MA,  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  January  1995,  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA.  SA43F,  Historic 
Gas  Station  Sites,  For  U.S,  Army  Envirorunental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  January  1995,  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA  Study  AreaA3_IL 
Historic  Gas  Stations  Sites.  Fort  Devens.  MA.  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 
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ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  January  1995,  No  Further  Action  Under  CERCLA.  SA43L,  Historic  Gas 
Station  Sites.  FortPevens.  MA.  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  January  1995,  No  Further  Action  Under  CERCLA.  SA  43M,  Historic  Gas 
Station  Sites.  FortPevens.  MA.  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  January  1995,  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA.  SA  3 1 ,  MAAF 
Fire  Fightine  Training  Area.  FortPevens.  MA.  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  January  1995,  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA  Fort  Devens  Study 
Area  30  Moore  Army  Airfield  Drum  Storage  Area  Data  Item  A0Q9.  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  January  1995,  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA.  SA  59:  Bridge 
526.  Fort  Devens  Main  Post  Site  Investigation.  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  January  1996,  Draft  Fact  Sheet  South  Post  Impact  Area  Groundwater  and  Areas 
of  Contamination  25.  26.  and  27.  For:  US  Army 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  January  1 996,  Final  Task  Order  Work  Plan  Area  of  Contamination  (AQC)57. 
63AX.  and69W.  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  January  1996,  Proposed  Plan  South  Post  Impact  Area  Groundwater  and  Areas  of 
Contamination  25.  26.  and  27.  For  US  Anmy 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  January  25,  1996,  Fort  Devens  Site  Investigation  Groups  3.  5.  and  6  Revised 
Final  SI  Report,  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  January  25,  1996,  Revisions  to  Scope  of  Work  Performance  Monitoring  Study 
Area  rSAl  50  PCE  Spill  Area.  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  January  3,  1995,  Fort  Devens  Groups  2.  7.  and  Historic  Gas  Stations 
Groundwater  Restilts  for  Rounds  Four  and  Five  at  Study  Area  430.  For.  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  January  4,  1993,  Level  2  Data  Package.  Ft.  Devens.  Groups  3,  5, 6,  Site 
Investigation.  Round  #2  Groundwater  Sampling,  For:  U.S.  Anny  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  January  6,  1995,  SUBJECT:  Revised  Work  Plan  for  Additional  Supplemental 
Site  Evaluations  14  AREE  UST-Removed  Sites.  Fort  Devens.  Massachusetts.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  July  10,  1995,  Draft  Radiological  Work  Plan.  Defense  Reutilization  and 
Marketing  Office  (DRMO^  Yard.  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  July  10,  1995,  Draft  Record  of  Decision  Sheplev*s  Hill  Landfill  Operable  Unit. 
FortPevens.  Massachusetts,  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  July  11,  1995,  RE:  Status  Report  No.  13  Study  Area  50  Fort  Devens. 
Massachusetts.  For  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  July  1993,  Draft  Alternatives  Screening  Report.  ShepIeVs  Hill  Landfill 
Operable  Unit  and  Cold  Spring  Brook  Lmdfill  Operable  Unit.  Data  Item.  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  July  1993,  Draft  Decision  Document  Study  Area  30  Moore  Army  Airfield  Drum 
Storage  Area.  For.  U.S.  Anny  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  July  1993,  Draft  Remedial  Investigation  Addendum’ Report  For:  U.S.  Army 
Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  July  1993,  Feasibility  Study  for  Group  1 A  Sites,  Draft  Alternatives  Screening 
Report  Data  Item  A009.  FortPevens.  MA.  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Enviroiunental  Services,  Inc.,  July  1993,  Final  Project  Operations  Plan.  FortPevens.  Massachusetts.  Data 
Item  A005/008.  Volume  I  of  HI.  Sections  1.0-15.0.  For:  U.  S.  Army  Toxic  and  Hazardous  Materials  Agency 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  July  1994,  Draft  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA.  SA48.  Fort 
Devens.  MA.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  July  1994,  Final  Closure  Report  SA  48.  FortPevens.  MA.  For  U.S.  Army 
Corps  of  Engineers 
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ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  July  1995,  Draft  Remedial  Investigation  Report  Area  of  Contamination  (AQC) 
4K  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  July  1995,  Draft  Remedial  Investigation  Report  Area  of_Contamination  (AOC) 
43G,  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  July  1995,  Draft  Remedial  Investigation  Ret>ort  Area  of  Contamination  (AOC) 
43J.  For:  U.S.  Army  Enviromnental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  July  1995,  Draft  Task  Order  Work  Plan  Area  of  Contamination  fAOC15_7. 
63AX.  and69W.  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  July  1996,  Draft  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA  Study  Areas  43H 
and  431  Historic  Gas  Stations  Motor  Pool  Area.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  July  1996,  Draft  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA,  Study  Area  42. 
Popping  Furnace.  FortPevens.  Massachusetts.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  July  1996,  Draft  Radiological  Survey  and  Remediation  Report  DRMO  Yard, 
For  U.S.  Army  Enviromnental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  July  23,  1993  (signature  date).  Final  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under 
CERCLA.  Study  Area  43D.  Patch  Road  Historic  Gas  Station.  FortPevens.  Massachusetts,  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps 
ofEngineers 

ABB  Enviromnental  Services,  Inc.,  July  6,  1993,  Final  Scope  of  Work  for  Supplemental  Investigation  and 
Engineering  Evaluation  /  Cost  Analysis.  SA  15.  FortPevens.  For:  US  Army 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  June  10,  1994,  Addendum  -  Revision  1.  Final  Contract  Design  Plans  & 
Specifications  Contaminated  Soil  Removal  Various  Sites.  Fort  Devens.  MA.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  ofEngineers 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  June  1992,  Draft  Final  Task  Order  Work  Plan.  Data  Item  A004.  For:  U.  S. 
Army  Toxic  and  Hazardous  Materials  Agerlcy 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  June  1992,  Regulatory  Draft.  Preliminary  Remedial  Technology  Screening, 
Data  Item  A009.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  ofEngineers 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  June  1993,  Draft  Focused  Feasibility  Study.  AOCs  44  and  52.  Data  Itm 
A009.  FortPevens.  MA,  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  June  1993,  Focused  Feasibility  Study.  AOCs  44  &  52.  Final  Focused 
Feasibility  Study.  Work  Plan.  Data  Item  A004.  FortPevens.  MA.  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  June  1994,  Closure  Report.  Bldg  3713  Battery  Room.  SA  38,  Fort  Devens, 
MA.  Draft.  For  U.S.  Army  Corps  ofEngineers 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  June  1994,  Final  Action  Memoranda.  Various  Sites,  Fort  Devens, 
Massachusetts.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers-New  England  Division 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  June  1994,  Work  Plan,  Predesign  Field  Work  and  Landfill  Study.  FortPevens. 
MA.  Draft.  For  U.S.  Army  Corps  ofEngineers 

ABB  Enviromnental  Services,  Inc.,  June  1995,  Draft  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA  AREE  61K_^ 
Building  3612  Golf  Course  Storage,  For  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers-New  England  Division 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  June  1995,  Phase  in  Site  Investigation  Data  Package  Study  Area  50  Moore 
Army  Airfield  World  War  n  Fuel  Point  Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts,  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  inc.,  June  1996,  Draft  Proposed  Plan  To  Clean  Up  AOC  43G  and  43  J,  Fort  Devens^ 
MA.  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  June  1996,  Final  Feasibility  Study  Report  Area  of  Contamination  fAOC)  43G_. 
For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  June  1996,  Final  Feasibility  Study  Report  Area  of  Contamination  (AOC)  43J, 
For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Enviromnental  Services,  Inc.,  June  1996,  Final  Work  Plans  Areas  of  Contamination  (AOCs")  50.  61 Z.  and 
63BD  Remedial  Investigation  and  Feasibility  Study,  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 


Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts  -  September  1996 


REF-8 


REFERENCES 


ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  June  27,  1995,  Study  Areas  21  and  58  -  Supplemental  Sampling  Results.  For 
U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  June  27,  1995,  Study  Areas  2 1  and  58  -  Supplemental  Sampling  Results.  For: 
U.S,  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  June  28,  1996,  Fort  Devens  -  RI/FS  Task  Work  Plan  Addendum  for  AQC  57, 
For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  June  28,  1996,  Fort  Devens  -  RJ/FS  Task  Work  Plan  Addendum  for  AQC  69W. 
For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  June  30,  1994,  Predesign  Memorandum  Work  Plan  &  Site  Safety  &  Health 
Plan  Addendum,  AOCs  44  &  52,  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  June  5,  1995,  SUBJECT:  Work  Plan  for  Phase  III  Site  Investigation  AREE 
63BE  ("Building  229QT  Fort  Devens.  Massachusetts.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers-New  England  Division 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  June  6,  1995,  Draft  Final  Supplemental  Site  Evaluation  Report.  14  Former 
Undergroimd  Storage  Tank  Sites  ("AREE  63 \  Fort  Devens.  Massachusetts,  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers-New 
England  Division 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  March  12,  1996,  Risk  Assessment  Approach  Plan  Remedial  investigation 
Reports  AOCs  57  and  63AX  Fort  Devens.  MA.  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Ihc.,  March  15,  1993,  Level  2  Data  Package.  Fort  Devens  Groups  2.  7  &  Historic 
(jas  Stations.  Site  Investigation.  Fort  Devens.  MA.  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Lac.,  March  15,  1995,  Draft  Soil  Retise  Justification  at  Moore  Army  Airfield.  Fort 
Devens.  Massachusetts.  For  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

ABB  Enviromnental  Services,  Inc.,  March  19,  1996,  Action  Memorandum  Area  of  Contamination  61Z  Building 
202  Historic  Motor  Pool.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers-New  England  Division 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  March  1992,  Regulatory  Draft  Task  Order  Work  Plan.  Data  Item  A004.  For: 

U.  S.  Army  Toxic  and  Hazardous  Materials  Agency 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  March  1993,  Feasibility  Study  Group  lA  Sites.  Draft  Final  Data  Gap 
Activities  Work  Plan.  Data  Item  A004.  Fort  Devens.  MA.  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  March  1993,  Final  Data  Gap  Activities  Work  Plan.  Data  Item  A004.  For:  U.S. 
Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  March  1994,  Draft  Closure  Report  Study  Area  48  Fort  Devens.  Massachusetts. 
For  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  March  1994,  Feasibility  Study  for  Group  1 A  Sites.  Draft.  Sheplev's  Hill 
Landfill  Operable  Unit  Data  Item  A009.  Fort  Devens.  MA.  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Lac.,  March  1995,  Final  Radiological  Status  Report  for  Cannibalization  Yard  &  TDA 
Maintenance  Yard.  For  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Lac.,  March  1996,  Draft  Work  Plans  Areas  of  Contamination  ("AOCsl  50.  61Z.  and 
63BD  Remedial  Investigation  and  Feasibility  Study.  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  March  1996,  Final  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA  Study  Area  33 
-  Building  262  DEH  Entomology  Shop.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  March  1996,  Final  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA  Study  Areas 
37A.  37B.  37C.  and  37D  Golf  Course  Entomology  Shops  (Buildings  3622.  3627.  3601,  and3606L  For  U.S. 

Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

ABB  Enviromnental  Services,  Inc.,  March  6,  1996,  Final  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA  Study  Area 
36  Former  DEH  Entomology  Shop,  For  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  May  18,  1995,  Final  Soil  Reuse  Justification  at  Moore  Army  Airfield  Fort 
Devens.  Massachusetts.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 
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ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  May  1993,  Site  Investigation.  Groups  2.  7,  and  Historic  Gas  Stations.  Final 
Site  Investigation  Report,  Data  Item  A009'  Fort  Devens.  MA.  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  May  1994,  Bamum  Road  Maintenance  Yards  Fact  Sheet.  For:  US  Army 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  May  1994,  Draft  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA,  SA  12  - 
Landfill  No.  8.  Group  2.  7  and  Historic  Gas  Station.  Fort  Devens.  MA,  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  May  1994,  Draft  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA.  Study  Area  13. 
Landfill  No.  9,  Group  2.  7  and  Historic  Gas  Station.  Fort  Devens.  MA.  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  May  1994,  Draft  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA,  Study  Area  14. 
Landfill  No.  10.  Group  2.  7,  and  Historic  Gas  Station.  Fort  Devens.  MA.  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  May  1994,  Draft  No  Further  Action  Under  CERCLA  Study  Area  1 5  Fort 
Devens.  Massachusetts,  For:  U.S.  Corps  of  Engineers 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  May  1994,  Draft  Plow  Shop  Pond  Supplemental  Investigation.  Work  Plan, 
Data  Item  A004.  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  May  1994,  Draft  Railroad  Roundhouse  Supplemental  Site  Investigation  Work 
Plan,  Data  Item  A004.  Fort  Devens.  MA,  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  May  1994,  Final  Closure  Report  Study  Area  15  Fort  Devens.  Massachusetts. 
For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  May  1994,  Final  Excavated  Soils  Management  Plan,  Data  Item  A0Q9,  For: 
U.S.  Anny  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  May  1994,  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA.  SA  43B.  Group  2,  7 
and  Historic  Gas  Station.  Fort  Devens.  MA,  Draft,  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  May  1994,  No  Further  Action  Under  Decision  CERCLA,  Study  Area  43N, 
Historic  Gas  Station  Sites,  Draft,  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  May  1994,  Remedial  Investigations/FS.  Work  Plan,  Groups  2,  7,  and  Historic 
Gas  Stations.  Draft  Task  Order  Work  Plan,  AOC41,  43G.  43J.  Data  Item  A004.  Fort  Devens.  MA.  Draft.  For: 
U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  May  1995,  Draft  Consolidation  Landfill  Feasibility  Study  Work  Plan,  For:  U.S. 
Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  May.  1995,  Fact  Sheet  2,  Fort  Devens.  Massachusetts,  Environmental 
Restoration  Program,  Sheplev*s  Hill  Landfill  Proposed'Plan,  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  May  1995,  Protx>sed  Plan,  Fort  Devens.  Mgtssachusetts,  ShepleVs  Hill 
Landfill  AOCs  4,  5,  &  18,  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  May  1996,  Draft  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA  Area  Requiring 
Environmental  Evaluation  69K  Lake  George  Street  Oil  Spill  Site,  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  May  20,  1994,  Work  Plan  for  Phase  HI  Site  Investigation,  SA  50-Moore  Army 
Airfield  WWn  Fuel  Point  Fort  Devens,  MA,  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  May  20,  1996,  Draft  Phase  HI  Site  Investigation  Report,  Area  Requiring 
Environmental  Evaluation  63BE,  Base  Realignment  and  Closure  Environmental  Evaluation,  Fort  Devens, 
Massachusetts,  For  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Ihc.,  May  24,  1996,  Draft  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA,  Area 
Requiring  Environmental  Evaluation  61M.  Building  3606  Golf  Course  Maintenance  Shop,  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of 
Engineers 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Lac.,  May  24,  1996,  Draft  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA.  Area 
Requiring  Environmental  Evaluation  63BC.  Building  1435  Former  UST  Site,  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  May  24,  1996,  Draft  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA.  Study  Area 
34,  Buildings  245  and  246  Former  DEH  Entomology  Shop,  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 
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ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  May  24,  1996,  Ehaft  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA,  Study  Area 
39>  Svivania  Building  Site,  For  U.S.  Army  Coips  of  Engineers 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  NA,  Remedial  Investigation  Addendum  Report.  Group  1 A  Sites,  For:  U.S. 
Amy  Environmental  Center,  U.S.  ARMY  TOXIC  AND  HAZARDOUS  MATERIALS  AGENCY 

ABB  Envirorunental  Services,  Inc.,  November  12,  1992,  Level  2.  Data  Package.  Fort  Devens  Groups  2  &  7,  Site 
Investigation.  FortPevens.  MA. 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  November  1993,  Central  Soil  Treatment  Facility.  Draft  Siting  Study  Report. 
Data  Item  A009.  Fort  Devens.  MA.  For:  U.S.  Amy  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Envirorunental  Services,  Inc.,  November  1 993,  Draft  Action  Memorandum.  Building  3713.  Battery  Room. 
Fort  Devens.  MA.  For:  U.S.  Amy  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  November  1993,  Feasibility  Study  Report  for  Unsaturated  Soils  at  the 
Maintenance  Yards  TAOC  44  &  52L  Fort  Devens.  MA.  For:  U.S.  Amy  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  November  1993,  Work  Plan,  Supplemental  Site  Evaluations,  .14  Fomer  UST 
Sites.  Fort  Devens.  MA.  Draft.  For:  U.S.  Amy  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  November  1994,  Final  Cold  Soring  Brook  Site  Investigation  Work  Plan.  Data 
ItemA004.  For:  U.S.  Amy  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  November  2,  1995,  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA  Fort  Devens 
Study  Area  58  Buildings  2648  and  2650  Fuel  Oil  Spills.  For  U.S,  Amy  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  November  2,  1995,  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA  Fort  Devens 
Study  Area  19.  20.  and  21  Waste  Water  Treatment  Plant  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  November  9,  1992,  Level  3  Data  Package.  Fort  Devens  Groups  3.  5,  6,  Site 
Investigation.  Fort  Devens.  MA. 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  October  13,  1994,  Action  Memoranda  Areas  Requiring  Environmental 
Ev2duation  Fort  Devens.  Massachusetts.  For:  U.S.  Amy  Corps  of  Engineers 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  October  14,  1994,  SUBJECT:  Work  Plan  for  Additional  Supplemental  Site 
Evaluations  14  AREE  UST>Removed  Sites.  Fort  Devens.  Massachusetts,  For:  U.S.  Amy  Corps  of  Engineers-New 
England  Division 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  October  1993,  Design  of  Closure  of  Lake  George  Street  Vehicle  Wash  Area. 
SA45,  Fort  Devens.  MA.  Delivery  Order  Number  20.  Draft  Site  &  Health  Plan  Addendum.  For  U.S.  Amy 
Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  October  1993,  Draft  Fort  Devens  Building  3713  Battery  Room  Field  Oversight 
and  Closure  Report  Workplan.  For:  U.S.  Amy  Corps  of  Engineers 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  October  1993,  Draft  Work  Plan  Study  Area  48.  Fort  Devens.  Supplemental 
Investigation  and  Removal  Site  Evaluation.  For:  U.S.  Amy  Corps  of  Engineers 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  October  1993,  Engineering  Evaluation/Cost  Analysis  &  Design.  SA  42^56, 

57.  Fort  Devens.  MA.  For  U.S.  Amy  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  October  1994,  Draft  Action  Memorandum  Area  Requiring  Envirorunental 
Evaluation  63BC  Building  1435  Fomer  UST  Site  Fort  Devens.  Massachusetts.  For  U.S.  Amy  Corps  of  Engineers 

ABB  Envirorunental  Services,  Inc.,  October  1994,  Draft  Action  Memorandum  Area  Requiring  Environmental 
Evaluation  63BE  Building  2290  Fomer  UST  Site  Fort  Devens.  Massachusetts.  For  U.S.  Amy  Corps  of  Engineers 

ABB  Envirorunental  Services,  Inc.,  October  1994,  Draft  Action  Memorandum  Area  Requiring  Environmental 
Evaluation  66C  Building  3657  PCB  Soil  Removal  Fort  Devens.  Massachusetts.  For:  U.S.  Amy  Corps  of  Engineers 

ABB  Envirorunental  Services,  Inc.,  October  1994,  Draft  Action  Memorandum  Area  Requuing  Environmental 
Evaluation  69A  Building  3606  Ramp  3651  Past  Spill  Site  Fort  Devens.  Massachusetts.  For:  U.S.  Amy  Corps  of 
Engineers 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  October  1994,  Draft  Action  Memorandum  Area  Reouiring  Environmental 
Evaluation  69K  Lake  George  Street  Oil  Spill  Site  Fort  Devens.  Massachusetts.  For:  U.S.  Amy  Corps  of  Engineers 


Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts  -  September  1996 


REF-11 


REFERENCES 


ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  October  1994,  Draft  Action  Memorandum  Area  Requiring  Environmental 
Evaluation  69AL  Diesel  Fuel  Spill  Site  Fort  DevenS'  Massachusetts,  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  October  1994,  Draft  Grove  Pond  Site  Investigation  Work  Plan.  Data  Item 
A004,  For  US  Army 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  October  1995,  Draft  Plow  Shop  Pond  and  Grove  Pond  Sediment  Evaluation. 
For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  October  1995,  Revised  Final  Site  Investigation  Report,  For:  U.S.  Army 
Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  Octobers,  1994,  Draft  Action  Memorandum.  Area  Requiring  Environmental 
Evaluation  6  IK.  Building  3612  Golf  Course  Storage.  FortDevcns.  Massachusetts.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of 
Engineers-New  England  Division 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  October  31,  1994,  Draft  Radiological  Survey  Work  Plan  AOCs  44  &  52. 
Bamum  Road  Maintenance  Yards.  FortPevens.  For:  US  Army 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  October  4,  1993,  Subject:  Soil  Bioremediation  Reference  Material.  For:  D. 
Lynne  Welsh,  MADE? 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  October?,  1994,  Draft  Action  Memorandum.  Area  Requiring  Environmental 
Evaluation  61 M.  Building  3606  Golf  Course  Maintenance  Shop  FortPevens.  Massachusetts.  For  U.S.  Army  Corps 
of  Engineers-New  England  Division 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  September  11,  1995,  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA  Study  Area 
15.  Landfill  NO.  11.  For  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  New  England  Division 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  September  11,  1995,  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA  Study  Area 
38.  Building  3713  Battery  Repair  Area.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  New  England  Division 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  September  13,  1994,  Record  of  Decision.  Bamum  Road  Maintenance  Yards. 
FortPevens.  MA.  AOCs  44  &  52.  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  September  18,  1995  (MADEP  sig.).  Record  of  Decision  Sheplev*s  Hill  Landfill 
Operable  Unit  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  September  1992,  Final  Task  Order  Work  Plan.  Data  Item  A0()4.  For  U.  S. 
Army  Toxic  and  Hazardous  Materials  Agency 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc',  September  1992,  Regulatory  Draft,  Fish  Tissue  Samplmg  and  Analysis  Plan, 
For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Enginedrs 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  September  1993,  Draft  Decision  Document.  Fort  Devens  Historic  Gas  Stations. 
SA_43C.  E.  F.  K.  L.  M.  P.  O,  R.  S.  Data  Item  A009.  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  September  1993,  Draft  Railroad  Roundhouse  Site  Investigation  Report.  Data 
ItemA009.  FortPevens.  MA.  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  September  1993,  Feasibility  Evaluation.  AOCs  44  &  52.  Feasibility 
Evaluation  Bioremediation  ofMaintenance  Yard  Soils.  Biological  Treatability  Study  Report.  Data  Item  A0Q2.  Fort 
Devens.  MA.  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  September  1993,  Site  Investigation,  Groups  3.  5.  6.  SSI  Data  Package.  Data 
ItemA009,  FortPevens,  MA.  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  September  1994,  Fort  Devens  Feasibility  Study  for  Group  1 A  Sites.  Revised 
Draft  Feasibility  Study  Sheplev's  Hill  Landfill  Operable  Unit.  Data  Item  A009.  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental 
Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc,,  September  1995,  Annv  Draft  Plow  Shop  Pond  and  Grove  Pond  Sediment 
Evaluation  Data  Item  A009.  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  September  1995,  Ehaft  Consolidation  Landfill  Feasibility  Study,  Fort  Devens. 
Massachusetts.  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  September  1995,  Final  Action  Memorandum  Study  Area  39,  Svlvania  Building 
Site.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  New  England  Division 


REF-12 


Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts  -  September  1996 


REFERENCES 


ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  September  1995,  Railroad  Roundhouse  Supplemental  Site  Investigation^  Data 
ItemA009.  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  September  23,  1996,  Final  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA.  Area 
Requiring  Environmental  Evaluation  61M.  Building  3606  Golf  Course  Maintenance  Shop,  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of 
Engineers 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  September  25,  1992,  Level  2  Data  Package,  Fort  Devens  Groups  3,  5,  6.  Site 
Investigation,  FortOevens,  MA,  For:  U.  S.  Army  Toxic  and  Hazardous  Materials  Agency 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc,,  September  5,  1996,  Final  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA  Study 
Areas  43H  and  431  Historic  Gas  Stations  Motor  Pool  Area,  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  September  5,  1996,  Final  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA,  Area 
Requiring  Environmental  Evaluation  63BC,  Building  1435  Former  UST  Site,  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc,,  September  5,  1996,  Final  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA,  Study 
Area  42,  Popping  Furnace,  Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts,  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  September  5,  1996,  Final  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA,  Study 
Area  34,  Buildings  245  and  246  Former  DEH  Entomology  Shop,  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  September?,  1994,  Revised  Draft  Record  of  Decision  Bamum  Road 
Maintenance  Yards  Fort  Devens.  Massachusetts,  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  September  9,  1994  -  May  18,  1995,  Addendums  to  Final  Contract  Design 
Plans  and  Specification,  Contaminated  Soil  Removal  Various  Sites,  Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts  ^Revision  2, 
Revision  3,  Revision  2  &  3,  Ehnft  Revision  4,  Final  Revision  4L  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  July  1993,  Draft  Decision  Document  Study  Area  09  North  Post  Landfill,  Fon  U.S. 
Army  Environmental  Center 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  October  1995,  Action  Memorandum  AREE  63BQ,  Building  2527  LUST  Site,  For: 
U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

Argonne  National  Lab,  Argonne,  IL,  April  1992,  Master  Enviroimiental  Plan  for  Fort  Devens,  MA,  For:  U.S. 

Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  U.S.  ARMY  TOXIC  AND  HAZARDOUS  MATERIALS  AGENCY 

Army,  July  5,  1995,  Scope  of  Work  Action  Memorandum  and  Design  Railroad  Roundhouse  Study  Area  71  Fort 
Devens,  Massachusetts.  For  Army 

Army,  October  1994,  Scope  of  Work  Predesign  Investigations  ShepleVs  Hill  Landfill  Areas  of  Contamination 
rAOCs)  4,  5  and  18  Fort  Devens.  Massachusetts,  For:  US  Army 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Ihc.,  ,  Field  Work  Main  Post  Site  Investigation  Revised, 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  ,  Non-Residential  Floor  Drains,  Post  Wide,  WO#  EO-I9077.3P,  Fort  Devens,  MA,  For: 
U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  ,  Pre-Scoping  Meeting  Site  Visits, 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  ,  Pre-Scoping  Meeting  Site  Visits, 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  ,  Scope  of  Work  Main  Post  Site  Investigations,  Fort  Devens,  MA, 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  ,  Site  Investigation  Data  Packages  Main  Post  Site  Investigations,  Fort  Devens,  MA, 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  April  1994,  Draft  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA,  SA  10:  Construction  Debris 
Area,  Fort  Devens  Main  Post  Site  Investigation,  Fort  Devens,  MA,  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Ihc.,  April  1994,  Draft  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA,  SA  16:  Shopette  Debris 
Disposal  Area,  Fort  Devens  Main  Post  Site  Investigation,  Fort  Devens,  MA,  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  April  1994,  Draft  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA,  SA  29,  Transformer  Storage 
Area  at  DEH  Yard,  Fort  Devens  Main  Post  Site  Investigation,  Fort  Devens.  MA.  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental 
Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  April  1994,  Final  Community  Environmental  Response  Facilitation  Act  TCERFAl  Report, 

Fort  Devens  Facility,  Fort  Devens.  MA,  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 


Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts  -  September  1996 


REF-13 


REFERENCES 


Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  April  1994,  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERLCA,  SA  59:  Bridge  526,  Fort  Devens 
Main  Post  Site  Investigation,  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  April  1995,  Draft  Remedial  Investigation  Report,  AOC>l  1  (Lovell  Road  Debris  Disposal 
Area)  Fort  Devens,  MA, 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  April  28,  1993,  Final  Supplemental  Work  Plan,  Main  Post  Site  Investigation,  Fort  Devens. 
MA,  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  April  29,  1993,  Main  Post  SI  Task  Order,  Work  Plan,  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental 
Center 

Artliur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  April  30,  1993,  Draft  Supplemental  Work  Plan,  BRAC  EE,  Fort  Devens.  Massachusetts, 
For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  August  16,  1994,  Final  Supplemental  SI  and  RI/FS  Work  Plan,  For:  U.S.  Army 
Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  August  16,  1994,  Quality  Assurance  Project  Plan,  Supplement  A,  Base  Realignment  and 
Closure  Environmental  Evaluation,  Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts,  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  August  17, 1993,  Draft  Execution  Plan,  Supplementary  Preliminary  Assessment, 

Community  Environmental  Response  Facilitation  Act  fCERFA  PA),  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  August  17,  1993,  Final  Execution  Plan,  Supplementary  Preliminary  Assessment, 

Community  Environmental  Response  Facilitation  Act  fCERFA  PA),  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  August  1995,  Final  Remedial  Investigation  ReTX>rt  AOC-1 1  (Lovell  Road  Debris  Disposal 
Area),  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc,,  December  13,  1995,  Work  Plan  AREE  69B  and  AREE  630,  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental 
Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  December  15,  1993,  Site  Investigation  Report,  Fort  Devens  Main  Post  Site  Investigation, 
For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  December  21,  1995,  Final  Environmental  Baseline  Survey  for  Proposed  Lease  and/or 
Transfer  Fort  Devens  -  Basewide,  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  February  17,  1994,  Storm  Sewer  Evaluation  (AREE  70)  Report,  BRAC  EE,  Fort  Devens, 
MA,  Draft,  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  February  17,  1994,  Underground  Storage  Tank  TAREE  63)  Memorandum  Work  Plan,  BRAC 
EE,  Fort  Devens,  MA,  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  February  17,  1994,  Work  Plan  -  Past  Spill  Sites  (AREE  69),  BRAC  EE.  Fort  Devens,  MA, 
For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  February,  17,  1994,  Work  Plan  -  Maintenance  and  Waste  Accumulation  Areas  (AREE  61 ), 
BRAC  EE,  Fort  Devens,  MA,  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  January  1994,  Environmental  Health  and  Safety  Directorate  Chemical  Hygiene  Plan  for  Field 
Operations, 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  January  1995,  Final  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA,  SA  16:  Shoppette  Debris 
Disposal  Area,  Fort  Devens  Main  Post  Site  Investigation,  Fort  Devens,  MA,  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  January  1995,  Final  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA,  SA  29:  Transformer 
Storage  Area  at  DEH  Yard,  Main  Post  Site  Investigation,  Fort  Devens,  MA,  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  January  1995,  Final  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA  Study  Area  10: 

Construction  Debris  Area,  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  January  1995,  Final  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA  Study  Area  35:  Former 
Directorate  of  Engineering  and  Housing,  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  January  25,  1993,  Supplemental  Health  and  Safety  Plan,  Main  Post  Site  Investigation,  Fort 
Devens,  MA,  Draft,  For  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 


Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts  -  September  1996 


REF-14 


REFERENCES 


Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  January  25,  1993,  Supplemental  Quality  Assurance  Project  Plan.  Main  Post  Site 
Investigation,  FortDcvens.  MA.  Draft.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  January?,  1994,  Draft  Supplemental  Work  Plan  BRAC  EE,  Part  H,  Fort  Devens, 
Massachusetts,  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  January?,  1994,  Health  and  Safety  Plan,  Supplement  C,  BRAC  EE,  Fort  Devens.  MA, 
Final,  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  January?,  1994,  Quality  Assurance  Project  Plan  Supplement  C,  BRAC  EE,  Fort  Devens, 
Massachusetts.  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Artliur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  January?,  1994,  Quality  Assurance  Project  Plan,  Supplement  C,  BRAC  EE,  Fort  Devens. 
MA.  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  July  1994,  Radon  Survey  Report  fAREE  6?l  BRAC  EE,  Partll,  Fort  Devens,  MA,  For: 
U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  July  96,  Draft  Development  and  Initial  Screening  of  Alternatives  AQC-1 1  f  Lovell  Road 
Debris  Disposal  Area^  Fort  Devens.  Massachusetts,  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  June  14,  1994,  Final  Supplemental  Work  Plan  >•  Appendix  B,  BRAC  EE,  Fort  Devens, 
MA,  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  June  16,  1993,  Health  and  Safety  Plan,  Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts,  Final,  For  U.S. 
Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  June  16,  1993,  Quality  Assurance  Plan,  Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts.  Final.  For;  IIS. 
Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  June  1995,  Draft  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA  Study  Area  5 1 :  O’Neill 
Building,  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  June  1995,  Final  Maintenance  and  Waste  Accumulation  Areas  TAREE  6D  Report  Base 
Realignment  and  Closure  Environmental  Evaluation  (1BRAC  EE)  Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts,  For:  U.S.  Army 
Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  June  1995,  Final  Past  Spill  Sites  Report  f AREE  69)  Base  Realignment  and  Closure 
Environmental  Evaluation  HBRAC  EE)  Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts.  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  June  1995,  Final  Site  Investigation  Report  Fort  Devens  Main  Post  Site  Investigation,  For: 
U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  June  1995,  Previously  Removed  Underground  Storage  Tank  f  ARHH  63)  Report  Base 
Realignment  and  Closure  Environmental  Evaluation  fBRAC  EE)  Fort  Devens.  Massachusetts,  For  U.S.  Army 
Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Lac.,  June  2?,  1994,  Final  Storm  Sewer  Evaluation  TAREE  ?0)  Report,  BRAC  EE,  Fort  Devens, 
MA,  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Lac.,  June  28,  1993,  Modification  2  to  Main  Post  Site  Investigation,  Fort  Devens.  MA,  Draft, 
For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Lac.,  June  28,  1993,  Revised  Work  Plan  Addendum,  Main  Post  Site  Investigation.  Fort  Devens. 
MA,  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  March  1995,  Draft  Asbestos  Report  TAREE  65)  Base  Realignment  and  Closure 
Environmental  Evaluation  (BRAC  EE)  Part  n.  Fort  Devens.  Massachusetts,  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  March  1995,  Supplemental  Site  Investigation  Data  Package.  Site  Investigations,  Fort 
Devens,  MA, 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  May  10,  1995,  Final  Asbestos  Report  (AREE  65),  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  May  16,  1996,  Draft  No  Further  Action  Decision  in  Support  of  BRAC  EE  Activities  AREE 
69BandAREE630.  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  May  1994,  Health  and  Safety  Plan,  Supplement  B,  Base  Realignment  and  Closure, 
Environmental  Evaluation,  Final,  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 


Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts  -  September  1996 


REF-15 


REFERENCES 


Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  May  1995,  Draft  Lead-Based  Paint  Survey  Base  Realignmentand  Closure  Environmental 
Evaluation  TBRAC  EE)  Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts,  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  May  1995,  Final  Radon  Survey  Report  (AREE  67),  BRAC  EE,  Part  n.  Fort  Devens,  MA, 
For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Artliur  D.  Lillie,  Inc.,  May  4,  1994,  Management  Plan.  BRAC  EE.  FortPevens.  Massachusetts.  For:  U.S.  Army 
Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  May  6,  1994,  Quality  Assurance  Project  Plan.  Supplement  B.  Base  Realignment  and 
Closure  Environmental  Evaluation.  FortPevens.  Massachusetts.  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Artliur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  November  15,  1993,  Maintenance  and  Waste  Accumulation  Areas  TAREE  61 )  Report.  Draft. 
For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  November  15,  1993,  Previously  Removed  Underground  Storage  Tank  fAREE  63).  Draft 
Report.  BRAC  EE.  FortPevens.  MA.  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  November  15,  1993,  Transformer  Study  Report  fAREE  66).  BRAC  EE.  FortPevens,  MA, 
Draft,  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  November  9,  1995,  Addendum  Report  for  the  AREE  70.  AREE  69B,  and  Cold_Spring 
Brook  Supplemental  Sampling  Event.  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  October  1,  1994,  Transformers  (AREE  66)  Supplemental  Site  Evaluation  Data  Package. 
BRAC  EE,  Fort  Devens,  MA.  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  October  15,  1993,  Ehaft  Report.  Supplementary  Preliminary  Assessment,  Community 
Environmental  Response  FaciIitationAct(CERFA  PA),  Fort  Devens  Facility,  FortPevens,  MA,  For  U.S.  Army 
Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Ihc.,  October  1994,  Maintenance  and  Waste  Accumulation  Areas  TAREE  61)  Supplemental  Site 
Evaluation  Data  Package,  BRAC  EE,  FortPevens,  MA,  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  October  1994,  Past  Spill  Sites  fAREE  69).  Supplemental  Site  Evaluation  Data  Package, 
BRAC  EE.  FortPevens.  MA.  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  October  1994,  Underground  Storage  Tanks  (AREE  63).  Supplemental  Site  Evaluation  Data 
Package.  BRAC  EE.  FortPevens.  MA.  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  Octobers,  1993,  Draft  Past  Spill  Sites  Report  fAREE  69)  Base  Realignment  and  Closure 
Environmental  Evaluation  (BRAC  EE)  Fort  Devens.  Massachusetts,  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  Octobers,  1993,  Underground  Storage  Tank  (AREE  63),  Memorandum  Work  Plan,  BRAC 
EE.  FortPevens.  MA.  Draft.  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  September  1995,  Final  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA  Study  Area  35:  Former 
Directorate  of  Engineering  Housing  Entomology  Shop,  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  September  1995,  Final  No  Further  Action  I>ecision  Under  CERCLA  Study  Area  5 1 :  QTJeill 
Building,  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  Inc.,  September  30,  1994,  Draft  Supplemental  Work  Plan  Lead-Based  Paint  Surveys  (AREE  68) 
Base  Realignment  and  Closure  Environmental  Evaluation.  Partll,  FortPevens.  Massachusetts.  For:  U.S.  Army 
Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  June  1995,  Draft  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA  Study  Area  17:  Little  Mirror  Lake 
and  Mirror  Lake.  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  November  14,  1994,  Quality  Assurance  Project  Plan  Supplement  C  Base  Realignment  and  Closure 
Environmental  Evaluation  Fort  Devens.  Massachusetts.  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  October  16,  1995,  Final  Lead-Based  Paint  Survey  (AREE  6S),  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental 
Center 

Arthur  D.  Little,  September  1995,  Final  Transfoimer  Study  Report  (AREE  66),  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental 
Center 


Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts  -  September  1996 


REF-16 


REFERENCES 


Base  Cleanup  Team,  March  1995,  BCT  Plan  of  Action  Managementof  Debris  Disposal  Areas_Fort  Devens. 
Massachusetts.  For:  U.S.  Army 

Base  Closure  Division  U.S,  Army  Environmental  Center,  Unknown,  Later  than  October  1 992,  CERFA  Statement  of 
Work  Information  Paper  /  Community  Environmental  Response  Facilitation  Act  Slides,  For:  US  Army 

CDM  Federal  Programs  Corporation,  ,  Data  Comparison  Retx)rt  Group  3,  5.  and  6  Sites  Through  round  1 
sampling. 

CDM  Federal  Programs  Corporation,  ,  Data  Comparison  RetX)rt.  Group  IB  Sites.  Through  Round  1  Sampling, 

Department  of  Defense,  Fall  1993,  BRAC  Cleanup  Plan  (BC?)  Guidebook^For:  U,  S.  Army 

Department  of  Defense,  Fall  1993,  BRAC  Cleanup  Plan  fBCP)  Workshop  Notebook.  For:  U.  S.  Army 

Devens  Commerce  Center,  July  1996,  Request  for  Proposal.  Transtx)rtation  Improvement  Projects,  For:  Devens 
Commerce  Center 

Doris  O.  Wong  Associates,  Inc.  (Professional  Court  Reporters),  February  21,  1996,  Meeting  Minutes.  SPIA  Public 
Hearing.  For:  U.  S.  Army 

Earth  Tech,  August  1995,  Version  2  Base  Realignment  and  Closure  (BRAC)  Cleanup  Plan  Fort  Devens. 
Massachusetts.  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Earth  Tech,  January  1995,  Draft  Version  2  Base  Realignment  and  Closure  fBRAC)  Cleanup  Plan  Fort  Deyens, 
Massachusetts.  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Ecology  &  Environment,  Inc.,  April  3,  1992,  Letter  Report  Results  of  Drum  Sampling  and  Analysis  for  Fort 
Devens  Remedial  Investigations  and  Site  Investigations.  For  U.S.  Army  Toxic  and  Hazardous  Materials  Agency 

Ecology  &  Environment,  Inc.,  September  1994,  Resource  Conservation  and  Recovery  Act  Closure  Report  for 
Explosive  Ordnance  Demolition.  Open  Bum  /  Open  Detonation  Area.  Fort  Devens.  MA.  For.  U.S.  Army 
Environmental  Center 

Ecology  and  Environment,  ,  Detailed  Analysis  of  Alternatives  for  Functional  Areas  I  and  H, 

Ecology  and  Environment,  ,  Draft  Feasibility  Study  for  Functional  Area  H. 

Ecology  and  Environment,  August  1991,  Community  Relations  Plan  Environmental  Restoration  Health  and  Safety 
Plan  Site  Ihvestigations/Remedial  Investigations  Fort  Devens.  Massachusetts^For.  U.  S.  Army  Toxic  and  Hazardous 
Materials  Agency 

Ecology  and  Environment,  Ihc.,  ,  Draft  Oversight  and  Screening  Activities.  DRMO  Yard,  UST  13,  Building  204. 

Ecology  and  Environment,  Inc.,  ,  Quality  Assurance  Project  Plan.  Remedial  Inyestigations  Group  2  and  7, 

Ecology  and  Environment,  Inc.,  April  1992,  Remedial  Investigations  Report,  For  U.S.  Army  Toxic  and  Hazardous 
Materials  Agency 

Ecology  and  Environment,  Inc.,  April  1993,  Final  Remedial  Investigations  Report  -  Group  1 A  Sites.  Volumes  I  and 
n.  replacement  pages.  For.  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

ecology  and  environment,  inc.,  August  1992,  Draft  Supplemental  Plans  Remedial  Investigations  -  Group  IB  Sites. 
For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers- 

Ecology  and  Environment,  Inc.,  December  1992,  Site  Investigations  Report  -  ^oup  IB^  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of 
Engineers 

Ecology  and  Environment,  Inc.,  February  1992,  Community  Relations  Plan.  Environmental  Restoration,  Fort 
Devens.  MA.  For  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  U.S.  ARMY  TOXIC  AND  HAZARDOUS  MATERIALS 
AGENCY 

Ecology  and  Environment,  Inc.,  February  1992,  Risk  Assessment  Approach  for  the  ShepleVs  Hill  Landfill  and  Cold 
Spring  Brook  Landfill  Sites.  Fort  Devens.  MA.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

Ecology  and  Environment,  Inc.,  February  1992,  Work  Plan  and  Field  Sampling  Plan.  Site  Investigations,  Fort 
Devens.  Massachusetts,  and  revisions.  For  U.  S.  Army  Toxic  and  Hazardous  Materials  Agency 

Ecology  and  Environment,  Inc.,  February  1992,  Work  Plan  and  Field  Sampling  Plan.  Remedial  Investigations. 

Fort  Devens.  Massachusetts,  and  revisions.  For:  U.  S.  Army  Toxic  and  Hazardous  Materials  Agency 


Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts  -  September  1996 


REF-17 


REFERENCES 


Ecology  and  Environment,  Inc.,  February  1993,  Final  Oversight  and  Screening  Activities,  DRMO  Yard. 

Addendum  to  Work  Plan  Supplement.  Remedial  Investigations-Group  IB  Sites,  For:  U.S.  Army  Toxic  and 
Hazardous  Materials  Agency 

Ecology  and  Environment,  Inc.,  February  1993,  Supplemental  Plans.  Remedial  Investigation  -  Group  IB  Sites. 
FortPevens.  MA.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

Ecology  and  Environment,  Inc.,  June  1992,  Remedial  Investigations  Report  -  Group  1 A  Sites.  Fort  Devens,  MA. 
For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Ecology  and  Environment,  Inc.,  June  1993,  Master  Quality  Assurance  Project  Plan.  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental 
Center 

Ecology  and  Environment,  Inc.,  June  1994,  Draft  Initial  Screening  of  Alternatives  for  Functional  Areas  I  and  U. 
FortPevens.  MA.  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Ecology  and  Environment,  Inc.,  March  1994,  Draft  Remedial  Investigations  Report,  Functional  Area  L  Fort 
Devens.  MA,  General  Information.  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Ecology  and  Environment,  Inc.,  March  1994,  Draft  Remedial  Investigations  Report.  Functional  Area  U.  General 
Information,  FortPevens,  MA.  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Ecology  and  Environment,  Inc.,  March  1994,  Remedial  Investigations  Report,  Functional  Area  L  FortPevens, 
MA,  General  Information.  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Ecology  and  Environment,  Inc.,  March  1994,  Remedial  Investigations  Report,  Functional  Area  n.  General 
Information,  FortPevens.  MA.  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Ecology  and  Environment,  Inc,,  March  1995,  Replacement  pages  for  the  Final  RI  Group  IB  Functional  areas  I  and 
Hof  1994,  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Ecology  and  Environment,  Inc.,  May  1992,  Human  Health  and  Ecological  Risk  Assessments  for  ShepleVs  Hill 
Landfill,  FortPevens,  MA,  For  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  U.S.  ARMY  TOXIC  AND  HAZARDOUS 
MATERIALS  AGENCY 

Ecology  and  Environment,  Inc.,  May  1993,  Master  Quality  Assurance  Plan,  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Ecology  and  Environment,  Inc.,  May  1993,  Technical  Plans,  Supplement  B,  RI/FS,  Group  IB  Sites  and 
Functional  Areas  I  and  n,  FortPevens,  MA,  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Ecology  and  Environment,  Inc.,  November  1991,  Health  And  Safety  Plan  for  Site  Investigations  and  Remedial 
Investigations,  For:  U.  S.  Army  Toxic  and  Hazardous  Materials  Agency 

Ecology  and  Environment,  Inc.,  November  1991,  Quality  Assurance  Project  Plan,  For  U.  S.  Army  Toxic  and 
Hazardous  Materials  Agency 

Ecology  and  Environment,  Inc.,  November  1995,  Community  Relations  Plan,  Environmental  Restoration,  Fort 
Devens,  Massachusetts,  For  U.  S.  Army  Toxic  and  Hazardous  h4aterials  Agency 

Ecology  and  Environment,  Inc.,  September  1993,  Work  Plan,  Technical  Plans,  Supplement  B,  RI/FS,  Group  IB 
Sites  and  Functional  Areas  I  and  IL  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Ecology  and  Environment,  June  16,  1995,  Additional  Sampling  of  Wells  near  Former  UST  13,  For:  U.S.  Army 
Environmental  Center 

Ecology  and  Environmental,  Inc.,  September  4,  1996,  Feasibility  Study  for  Functional  Area  II,  For:  U.S.  Army 
Environmental  Center 

Environmental  Management  Office,  December  1992,  Draft  Action  Memorandirm  Shirley  Housing  Area  Trailer  Park 
Fuel  Tanks  Fort  Devens.  For:  U.  S.  Army 

Environmental  Management  Office,  February  1 993,  Draft  Action  Memorandum  Removal  Action  SA  44 
(Cannibalization  YardL  For  U.  S.  Army 

Environmental  Science  and  Engineering,  Inc.,  January  11,  1993,  Level  3.  Data  Package,  Fort  Devens  Groups  2  & 
7,  Site  Investigation.  FortPevens,  MA,  For  ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc. 

Environmental  Soil  Solutions,  Inc.,  January  4,  1994,  Final  Report  -  Contract  #  DAKF3U94-M-0659  (AEE  66F 
PCB  Contaminated  Soil  RemovaP,  For:  Fort  Devens  Environmental  Management  Office 


Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts  -  September  1996 


REF-18 


REFERENCES 


Fleet  Environmental  Services,  Inc.,  February  18,  1993,  Work  Plan.  Study  Area  15.  FortDevens.  MA.  For:  U.S. 
Army  Environmental  Center 

GAS  Environmental,  Inc.,  July  8,  1994,  Closure  Report  for  the  CleanOut  and  Closure  Lake  George  Street  Vehicle 
Wash  area  (SA  45)  Fort  Devens.  Harvard.  MA.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

Green  Environmental,  Inc.,  December  1994,  Phase  I  -  Initial  Site  Investigation,  Plastic  Distributing  Corporation. 
Bligh  Street  Facility.  Aver.  MA.  For:  Mr.  Regis  Magnus,  Plastic  Distributing  Corporation 

Haley  &  Aldrich,  Inc.,  November  30,  1995,  Report  on  Groundwater  Mounding  Evaluation  Fort  Devens  Waste 
Water  Treatment  Facility  Fort  Devens.  Massachusetts.  For:  Massachusetts  Government  Land  Bank 

Haley  and  Aldrich,  December  14,  1994,  Draft  Environmental  Health  and  Safety  Plan  Site  43 G.  For:  UMASS 
Amherst 

Haley  and  Aldrich,  February  13,  1995,  Environmental  Health  and  Safety  Plan  Site  43G.  For:  UMASS  Amherst 
Civil  Environmental  Engineering 

Home  Engineering  and  Environmental  Services,  November  11,  1994,  Draft  Environmental  Baseline  Survey: 
Proposed  Transfer  ofFederal  Bureau  of  Prisons  Parcel.  Fort  Devens  MA.  For:  US  Army 

Home  Engineering  and  Environmental  Services,  November  8,  1994,  Draft  Environmental  Baseline  Survey: 
Proposed  Transfer  of  Property  to  the  Town  of  Shirley.  MA  at  Fort  Devens.  MA.  For  US  Army 

Home  Engineering  Services,  Inc.,  April  29,  1996,  Draft  Final  Record  of  Decision  for  the  South  Post  Impact  Area 
and  Area  of  Contamination  4 1  Groundwater  and  Areas  of  Contamination  25,  26.  and  27.  For  U.  S.  Aimy 
Environmental  Services,  Inc. 

Home  Engineering  Services,  Inc.,  February  14,  1996,  Preliminary  Draft  Record  of  Decision  for  the  South  Post 
Impact  Area  Groundwater  and  Areas  of  Contamination  25.  26.  and  27.  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Home  Engineering  Services,  Inc.,  July  5,  1996,  Final  Record  of  Decision  for  the  South  Post  Impact  Area  and  Area 
of  Contamination  41  Groundwater  and  Areas  of  Contamination  25,  26.  and  27.  For:  U.  S.  Army  Environmental 
Services,  Inc. 

Home  Engineering  Services,  Ihc.,  September  12,  1996,  Draft  Proposed  Plan  To  Clean  Up  the  Defense 
Reutilization  Marketing  Office  Yard  (AOC  32)  Soils  Operable  Unit,  and  Underground  Storage  Tank  1 3  TAOC  32) 
Groimdwater  Operable  Unit.  Fort  Devens,  MA.  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

Human  Factors  Applications,  Inc.,  21  February  1996,  Ordnance.  Ammunition  &  Explosives  Sampling  Action 
Sampling  Action  Report  May  10.  1995  ~  December  9.  1995.  For  U.S.  Army 

lEP,  Inc.,  February  28,  1995,  2 IE  Site  Assessments  Plastic  Distributirig  Corporation.  PDC.  Grove  Pond).  For: 
Winchester  Corporation 

International  Technology  Corporation,  May  1,  1994,  Final  Report.  SVE  System  Installation.  SA50.  Fort  Devens. 
For  U.S,  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  Nebraska 

IT  Corporation,  April  22,  1994,  Operations  Maintenance  manual  Study  Area  50  Fort  Devens.  Massachusetts.  For: 
U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  Omaha  District 

IT  Corporation,  February  1995,  Final  JP4  Spill  IRA  Completion  Report  Moore  Army  Airfield  Fort  Devens, 
Massachusetts.  For  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  Rapid  Response  Group,  Nebraska 

IT  Corporation,  March  1994,  Draft  JP4  Spill  Investigation  Report  Moore  Army  Airfield  (MAAF)  Fort  Devens, 
Massachusetts.  For:  U.S.  Aimv  Corps  of  Engineers.  Omaha  District 

IT  Corporation,  November,  1993,  Final  SVE  System  Installation  Action  Memorandum  (Work  Plan).  Removal 
Action.  SA50.  Fort  Devens.  MA.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corns  of  Engineers.  Omaha 

MADEP,  June  30,  1995,  MADEP  Draft  Fish  Tissue  and  Analysis  Plan  for  Mirror  Lake.  For:  Jim  Chambers 

NA,  January  20,  1993,  SI  Data  Package  Meeting  Notes.  Groups  3.  5.  &6.  Fort  Devens.  MA.  For:  U.S.  Army 
Environmental  Center 

OHM  Corporation,  August  15,  1994,  Site-Specific  Health  and  Safety  Plan  for  Soil  Removal  and  UST 
Removal/Replacement  Fort  Devens.  Massachusetts.  For  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

OHM  Corporation,  Inc.,  January  24,  1995,  Draft  Final  Closure  Report.  SA  56.  Fort  Devens.  MA.  For:  US  Army 

REF-19 


Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts  -  September  1996 


REFERENCES 


OHM  Coiporation,  June  18,  1996,  Closure  Report  Building  3657  Fuel  Oil  Spill  Site  Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts, 
For  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

OHM  Corporation,  June  26,  1996,  Closure  Retx)rt  BOP  UST  Removal  Areas  Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts.  For: 
U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

OHM  Coiporation,  June  26,  1996,  Soil  Storage  Inventory  ReTX)rt.  FortPevens.  Massachusetts.  For:  U.S.  Army 
Corps  of  Engineers 

OHM  Corporation,  May  14,  1996,  Closure  Report  Queenstown  Street  Fuel  oil  Spill  Site  Fort  Devens, 
Massachusetts.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

OHM  Remediation  Corporation,  June  16,  1995,  Soil  Storage  Layout  Plan.  Fort  Devens.  Massachusetts.  For:  U.S. 
Army  Corps  of  Engineers-New  England  Division 

OHM  Remediation  Corporation,  November  21,  1994,  Draft  Final  Closure  Report  SA  4 3D  Fort  Devens.  MA.  For: 
U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

OHM  Remediation  Corporation,  October  28,  1994,  Draft  Final  Closure  Report  SA  49  Fort  Devens.  MA.  For:  U.S. 
Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

OHM  Remediation  Corporation,  Septembers,  1995,  Final  Soil  Storage  Layout  Plan,  Fort  Devens.  Massachusetts, 
For  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers-New  England  Division 

OHM  Remediation  Services  Corp.,  August  4,  1995,  Final  Closure  Report  Lovell  Trailer  Park  USTs.  Fort  Devens, 
Massachusetts.  For  U.S,  Army  Coips  of  Engineers-New  England  Division 

OHM  Remediation  Services  Coip.,  February  15,  1996,  Final  Removal  Action  Report  Study  Area  57  -  Area  2.  Fort 
Devens.  Massachusetts.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

OHM  Remediation  Services  Coip.,  February  21,  1995,  Draft  Final  Closure  Report  Lovell  Trailer  Park  USTs.  Fort 
Devens.  Massachusetts.  For  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers-New  England  Division 

OHM  Remediation  Services  Corp.,  January  10,  1995,  Draft  Final  Closure  Report  Study  Area  36  Fort  Devens, 
Massachusetts.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  . 

OHM  Remediation  Services  Corp.,  October  14,  1994,  Supplemental  Sampling  Plan  for  Study  Area  42  fSA  42) 
Popping  Furnace.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

OHM  Remediation  Services  Corporation,  November  13,  1995,  IRA  Summary  Report  AREE  6 IP  Fort  Devens. 
Massachusetts.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

OHM  Remediation  Services  Corporation,  November  14,.  1994,  Draft  Final  Closure  Report  AREE  61 M.  Fort 
Devens.  Massachusetts.  For  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers-New  England  Division 

OHM  Remediation  Services  Corporation,  November  27,  1995,  IRA  Suimnary  Report  AREE  61 S  Fort  Devens, 
Massachusetts.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

OHM  Remediation  Services  Corporation,  November  27,  1995,  IRA  Summary  Report  AREE  61 J  Fort  Devens. 
Massachusetts.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

OHM  Remediation  Services  Corporation,  Novembers,  1995,  IRA  Summary  Report  AREE  61 W  FortPeyens, 
Massachusetts.  For  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

OHM  Remediation  Services  Corporation,  October  17,  1995,  Draft  Removal  Action  Report  AREE  63BE  Fort 
Devens,  Massachusetts.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

OHM  Remediation  Services  Corporation,  October  17,  1995,  Draft  Removal  Action  Report  Study  Area  57  -  Area  2, 
Fort  Devens.  MA.  For:  US  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

OHM  Remediation  Services  Corporation,  October  28,  1994,  Draft  Final  Closure  Report  Study  Area  37D,  _F_ort 
Devens.  Massachusetts.  For  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

OHM  Remediation  Services  Corps.,  December  12,  1994,  Draft  Project  Work  Plan  for  Soil  Boring  Program.  AREE 
63BE  fBldg  2290L  Fort  Elevens.  MA.  For  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

OHM  Remediation  Services  Corps.,  December  12,  1994,  Final  Project  Work  Plan  for  Soil  Boring  Program,  AREE 
63BE  (Bldg  229QL  Fort  Devens.  MA.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 
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OHM  Remediation  Services  Coips.,  January  5,  1995,  Revisions  to  Health  and  Safety  Plan  for  Contaminated  Soil 
RemovaL  Various  Sites.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

OHM  Remediation  Services,  Corp.,  December  20,  1994,  Draft  Final  Closure  Report,  SA  34,  Fort  Devens,  MA. 
For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

OHM  Remediation  Services,  Corp.,  Decembers,  1994,  Draft  Final  Closure  Report.  SA  33.  FortPevens.  MA. 
For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

OHM  Remediation  Services,  Corp.,  February  15,  1996,  Final  Removal  Action  Report  AREE  63BE.  Fort  Devens. 
Massachusetts.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

OHM  Remediation  Services,  Corp.,  November  4,  1994,  Draft  Final  Closure  Report.  AREE  6  IK,  FortPevens, 
MA.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

OHM  Remediation  Services,  Corp.,  November?,  1994,  Draft  Final  Closure  Report.  AREE69A.  FortPevens. 
MA.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

OHM  Remediation  Services,  Corp.,  October  28,  1995,  Draft  Final  Closure  Report  AREE  66C  Fort  Devens. 
Massachusetts.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

OHM  Remediation  Services,  Corps.,  June  20,  1994,  Project  Work  Plan.  Contaminated  Soil  Removal.  Various 
Sites.  FortPevens.  MA.  Draft.  For  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

OHM,  April  10,  1995,  Supplemental  Sampling  Report  Study  Area  42A.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers^  - 
New  England  Division 

Public  Archaeological  Laboratory,  Inc,,  May  1993,  Historic  Inventory  Survey  for  Fort  Devens.  Massachusetts.  For 
USACENED. 

Public  Archaeology  Laboratory,  Inc.,  November  1993,  Final  Report  Archaeological  Inventory  Survey  Fort  Devens. 
Massachusetts.  For  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  -  New  England  Division. 

Robert  Serabian,  Quality  Assurance  Officer,  DEP-WES,  September  14,  1995,  SUBJECT:  Results  for  Fish 
Samples  from  Mirror  Lake.  Fort  Devens.  For.  John  RegarL  BWSC,  DEP-Worcester 

RoyF.  Weston,  Inc.,  April  1992,  Delivery  Order  9.  Enhanced  Preliminary  Assessment.  Fort  Devens.  MA.  For: 
U.S.  Anny  Corps  of  Engineers,  U.S.  ARMY  TOXIC  AND  HAZARDOUS  MATERIALS  AGENCY 

RoyF.  Weston,  Inc.,  August  1995,  Remediation  of  Bamum  Road  Maintenance  Yards  AOCs  44  &  52  Fort  Devens. 
Massachusetts  Site  Safety  and  Health  Plan.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

Roy  F.  Weston,  Inc.,  August  1995,  Remediation.of  Bamum  Road  Maintenance  Yards.  For  U.S.  Army  Corps  of 
Engineers 

RoyF.  Weston,  Inc.,  February  21,  1996,  RE:  Bamum  Road  Maintenance  Yards.  SUBJECT:  Monthly  Status 
Reix>rtNo.  5.  For  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

RoyF.  Weston,  Lac.,  February  27,  1996,  Draft  No  Further  Action  Decision  Document.  Mirror  Lake.  Study  Area 
17,  FortPevens.  Massachusetts.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

Roy  F.  Weston,  Inc.,  January  15,  1996,  RE:  Bamum  Road  Maintenance  Yards.  Subject:  Monthly  Status  Report 
No.  4.  For  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

RoyF.  Weston,  Inc.,  July  8,  1996,  RE:  Contract  No.:  DACW33-95-D-0004  Delivery  Order  No.  0004  Various 
Removal  Actions  SUBJECT:  Monthly  Status  Report.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

RoyF.  Weston,  Inc.,  June  10,  1996,  Immediate  Response  Action  Plan  Building  P-16  Fort  Devens.  Massachusetts. 
For  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

RoyF.  Weston,  Lac.,  Jtme  10,  1996,  Lnmediate  Response  Action  Plan  Building  P-16  Fort  Devens.  Massachusetts 
fAddendumL  For  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

RoyF.  Weston,  Inc.,  Jime  1995,  Draft  Remediation  of  Bamum  Poad  Maintenance  Yards  AOCs  44  &  52.  Fort 
Devens.  Massachusetts.  Site  Safety  and  Health  Plan.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

RoyF.  Weston,  Lac.,  Jxme  1995,  Remediation  of  Bamum  Road  Maintenance  Yards  AOCs  44  &  52  Fort  Devens. 
Massachusetts.  Project  Work  Plan.  For  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 


Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts  ^  September  1996 


REF-21 


REFERENCES 


Roy  F.  Weston,  Inc.,  June  20,  1996,  Remedial  Action  Operable  Unit  Completion  Retx)rt  for  the  Remediation  of 
Bamum  Road  Maintenance  Yards  AOCs  44  &  52,  Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

RoyF,  Weston,  Inc,,  November  15,  1995,  RE:  Bamum  Road  Maintenance  Yards.  Subject:  Monthly  Status  Report 
No.  03.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

RoyF.  Weston,  Inc.,  Ctetober  15,  1995,  Action  Memorandum,  Drum  and  Debris  Removal  Mirror  Lake,  Study 
Area  17,  FortPevens,  Massachusetts,  For:  US  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

RoyF.  Weston,  Inc.,  October  17,  1995,  Monthly  Status  Report  No.  02  for  tire  Bamum  Road  Remediation  Project. 
For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

RoyF.  Weston,  March  19,  1996,  Contaminated  Soil  Removal  Various  Sites  -  Phase  IT  Various  Sites  Fort  Devens. 
Massachusetts.  Action  Memoranda.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

RoyF.  Weston,  September  27,  1995,  Monthly  Status  Report  No.  1  for  the  Bamum  Road  Remediation  Project,  For: 
U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

S  E  A  Consultants,  Inc.,  April  23,  1996,  Re:  Qn-Call  Demolition  Services  at  Fort  Devens  Underground  Storage 
Tank  Removal  SEA  Ref.  No.  96099.01,  For:  Mr.  Ronald  J.  Ostrowski,  Massachusetts  Government  Land  Bank 

SEA  Consultants  Inc.,  August  1995,  Task  2.  fg.)  Design  Services  for  the  Phase  H  Environmental  Compliance  Issue 
Non-Residential  Floor  Drains  Fort  Devens,  Aver,  Massachusetts,  For.  Department  of  the  Army,  New  York  District 
Corps  of  engineers 

SEA  Consultants  Inc.,  August  1995,  Task  2.  Te.)  Subsurface  Soil  Sampling  and  Analysis  for  the  Phase  n 
Environmental  Compliance  Issue  Non~Residential  Floor  Drains  Fort  Devens,  Aver.  Massachusetts.  For:  Department 
of  the  Army,  New  York  District  Corps  of  Engineers 

SEA  Consultants  Inc.,  June  14,  1996,  Massachusetts  Govermnent  Land  Bank  Devens  Commerce  Center 
Underground  Storage  Tank  Closure  Protocol  Addendum  to  Tier  A1  Permit.  For:  Devens  Commerce  Center 

SEA  Consultants,  February  23,  1994,  Task  4.  Draft  Report  for  the  Phase  I  Non-Residential  Floor  Dram  Evaluation 
Study.  Fort  Devens.  Ayer.  Massachusetts,  For  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  NYD 

SEA  Consultants,  November  15,  1993,  Field  Operations  Plan  for  the  Non-Residential  Floor  Drain  Evaluation 
Study,  Fort  Devens.  Aver.  MA.  Final.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  NY 

signed  by  Colonel  Edward  R.  Nuttall,  December  9,  1993,  SA  50  Work  Plan  and  Site  Safety  and  Health  Plan 
Replacements, 

Stone  &  Webster  Environmental  Technology  &  Service,  ,  Draft-Delivery  Order  Work  Plan.  Predesign 
Investigations.  Areas  of  Contamination  TAOCs)  4.  5,  and  18.  ShepleVs  Hill  Landfill.  Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts. 

Stone  &  Webster  Environmental  Technology  &  Service,  ,  Draft  Project  Operations  Plan. 

Stone  &  Webster  Environmental  Technology  &  Services,  Inc.,  April  1996,  Conceptual  Long  Term  Monitoring  Plan 
South  Post  Impact  Area.  For  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

Stone  &  Webster  Environmental  Technology  &  Services,  March  15,  1996,  Close-Out  Report  ShepleVs  Hill  Landfill 
Fort  Devens.  Massachusetts,  For.  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers-New  England  Division 

Stone  &  Webster  Environmental  Technology  &  Services,  March  21,  1996,  Groundwater  Model  Update  Report. 
Predesign  Investigations.  Areas  of  Contamination  (AOCs)  4.  5,  and  18.  Sheplev^s  Hill  Landfill,  Fort  Devens. 
Massachusetts.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers-New  England  Division 

Stone  &  Webster  Environmental  Technology  &  Services,  May  20,  1996,  Long  Term  Monitoring  and  Maintenance 
Plan  ShepleVs  Hill  Landfill.  For  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

Stone  &  Webster  Environmental  Technology  &  Services,  May  22,  1996,  Monitoring  Well  Installation  Final  Work 
Plan.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

Stone  &  Webster  Environmental  Technology  &  Services,  November  1995,  Draft  Final  Contracting  Drawings  and 
Specifications  Landfill  Cap  Improvements,  For  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers-New  England  Division 

Stone  &  Webster  Environmental  Technology  and  Services,  December  1 1 ,  1995,  Monitoring  Well  Installation  Final 
Work  Plan  Sheplev's  Hill  Landfill  Areas  of  Contamination  fAOCs^  4.  5.  and  1 8.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of 
Engineers-New  England  Division 
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Stone  &  Webster  Environmental  Technology  and  Services,  December  4,  1995,  DRAFT  Long  Term  Monitoring  and 
Maintenance  Plan.  ShepleVs  Hill  Landfill,  Fort  Devens.  Massachusetts.  For:  U.S.  Army  Coips  of  Engineers-New 
England  Division 

Stone  and  Webster  Environmental  Technology  and  Services,  January  1 996,  Final  Contract  Drawings  and 
Specifications  Landfill  Cap  Improvements,  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

Stone  and  Webster  Environmental  Technology  and  Services,  July  20,  1995,  Draft  Close-Out  Report  AOCs  4,  5. 
and  18.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

Stone  and  Webster  Environmental  Technology  and  Services,  June  30,  1995,  Final  Delivery  Order  Work  Plan 
Predesign  Investigations  AOCs  4.  5.  and  18,  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

Stone  and  Webster  Environmental  Technology  and  Services,  June  30,  1995,  Project  Operations  Plan.  For:  U.S. 
Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

Stone  and  Webster  Environmental  Technology  and  Services,  October  1 995,  Draft  Delivery  Order  Work  Plan  Long 
Term  Monitoring  and  Maintenance  Plan  ShepleVs  Hill  Landfill.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

T.  S.  Alving  &  Associates,  November  1,  1995,  RE:  Response  Action  Outcome  Statement  fRAO)  &  Immediate 
Response  Action  Completion  Statement  fIRACJ  Submittal.  For:  US  Army 

T.  S.  Alving  and  Associates,  November  127,  1995,  Responses  Action  Outcome  Statement  CRAO')  &  Immediate 
Responses  Action  Completion  Statement  (TRACI  Submittal.  For  US  Army 

T.  S.  Alving  and  Associates,  November  127,  1995,  Responses  Action  Outcome  Statement  fRAO)  &  Immediate 
Responses  Action  Completion  Statement  (TRACI  Submittal.  For  US  Army 

T.  S.  Alving  and  Associates,  November  13,  1995,  Responses  Action  Outcome  Statement  (RAO)  &  Immediate 
Responses  Action  Completion  Statement  (TRACI  Submittal.  For  US  Army 

The  Earth  Technology  Corporation,  April  7,  1994,  Version  1.  BRAC  Cleanup  Plan.  For  U.S.  Army  Environmental 
Center 

U.  S.  Army  Environmental  Centjer,  March  1995,  Draft  General  Management  Procedures  Excavated  Waste  Site  Soils 
FortPevens.  Massachusetts.  For:  U.  S.  Army 

U.  S.  Army  Environmental  Center,  May  1995,  Project  Operations  Plan.  FortPevens.  Massachusetts.  For:  U.  S. 
Army,  FortPevens 

U.  S.  Army,  May  1994,  Final  Proposed  Plan  Bamum  Road  Maintenance  Yards.  ^Armv  Proposes  Cleanup  Plan  for 
Fort  Devens  Vehicle  Maintenance  Yards".  - 

U.  S.  Army,  May  1995,  Community  Relations  Plan  for  Environmental  Restoration  1995  Update.  For  U.  S.  Army 

U.S.  Army  Center  for  Health  Promotion  and  Preventive  Medicine,  June  1 996,  Industrial  Radiation  Survey  No.  27- 
MH-2453>-Rl-96  Facility  Close-Out  and  Termination  Survey  Fort  Devens.  Massachusetts  1  January  -  30  April  1996. 
For  Fort  Devens 

U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  -  New  England  Division,  April  1996,  Contamination  Soil  Removal  Phase  n  Various 
Sites.  FortPevens.  Massachusetts.  Construction  Solicitation  and  Specifications. 

U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  St  Louis  District,  February  1995,  U.S.  Department  of  Defense.  Base  Realignment 
and  Closure.  Ordnance  and  Explosive  Waste  Chemical  Warfare  Materials.  Archives  Search  Report.  FortPevens. 
Aver.  Massachusetts.  For  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  -  Huntsville  Dvision. 

U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  July  1993,  Solicitation.  Remove  Contaminated  Soil.  Building  3713.  FortPevens. 
Aver.  M^sachusetts.  For  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  New  England  Dvision  (With  technical  assistance  from  ENSR  Consulting  and 
Engineering),  May  1995,  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement.  Fort  Devens.  Massachusetts  Dsposal  and  Reuse. 
Prepared  for  U.S.  Department  of  the  Army,  Headquarters,  Forces  Command. 

U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  U.S.  Army  Toxic  and  Hazardous  Materials  Agency,  December  1992,  Site 
Investigation.  Groups  3.  5.  6.  SI  Data  Packages.  Data  Item  A009.  FortPevens.  MA.  For  US  Army.  FortPevens 

U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers-New  England  Division,  May  1993,  Solicitation.  Contaminated  Soil  Removal  Fort 
Devens  Study  Area  15  Aver.  Massachusetts.  For  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers-New  England  Dvision 
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U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center,  ,  Draft  Record  of  Decision,  Bamum  Road  Maintenance  Yards,  FortPevens. 
MA.  AOCs44&S2, 

U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center,  ,  Record  of  Decision.  Bamum  Road  Maintenance  Yards,  FortPevens,  MA, 
AOCs  44  &  52. 

U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center,  ,  SA  50  >  MAAF  World  War  n  Fuel  Point  TPHC  and  PCE  in  Soils  Supplemental 
Information  and  Recommended  Additional  Investjoations, 

U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center,  May  1995,  Draft  Fact  Sheet  3  Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts  Environmental 
Restoration  Program  Proposed  Plan  for  South  Post  Impact  Area  Groundwater  Operable  Unit.  For:  U.S.  Army 
Environmental  Center 

U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center,  May  1995,  Draft  Proposed  Plan  South  Post  Impact  Area  Groundwater  Operable 
UnitAOC25,  26,  and  27.  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center,  May  1995,  Draft  Proposed  Plan  South  Post  Impact  Area  Groimdwater  Operable 
UnitAOC25,  26.  and  27,  For:  U.S.  Army  Environmental  Center 

U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife,  ,  Concentrations  of  Mercury  and  other  Environmental  Contaminants  in  Fish  from  Grove 
Pond, 

United  States  Army  Environmental  Center,  January  1993,  Decision  Document  No  Further  Action  Under  CERCLA 
Study  Area  24  fBunker  1 871  Fort  Devens.  Massachusetts.  For:  U.  S.  Army 

United  States  Army  Toxic  and  Hazardous  Materials  Agency,  November  1992,  Final  Action  Memorandum  Removal 
Action  Study  Area  50  fWorld  War  n  Aircraft  Fuel  System)  Fort  Devens.  Massachusetts,  For:  U.S.  Army 

United  States  Army  Toxic  and  Hazardous  Materials  Agency,  October  1992,  Final  Action  Memorandum  Removal 
Action  Study  Area  15  rLandfill  11)  and  Study  Area  48  (Building  202  Underground  Storage  Tank!  For:  US  Army 

United  States  Toxic  and  Hazardous  Materials  Agency,  August  1992,  Draft  Action  Memorandurh  Removal  Action  SA 
43A  (TQL  Storage  Areal,  Fort  Devens.  Massachusetts,  For:  U.  S.  Army 

US  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  -  New  England  Division,  February  1996,  Contaminated  Soil  Removal  Phase  n  Various 
Sites  Fort  Devens.  Massachusetts  Specifications.  For  U.  S.  Army 

US  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  Wayne  G.  Johnson,  1994,  Airfield  Pavement  Evaluation  Moore  Army  Airfield  Fort 
Devens.  Massachusetts.  For  US  Army  Center  for  Public  Works 

US  Army  Toxic  and  Hazardous  Materials  Agency,  ,  Results  of  Surface  Water  and  Sediment  Samples  Taken  in  Plow 
Shop  Pond. 

US  Army,  Jxme6,  1996,  No  Further  Action  Decision  Under  CERCLA  AREE  66F  »  Building  2025  Transformer  # 
6287290 Vsignedl,  For  US  Army 

WehraiiEnvirotech,  December  23,  1993,  RAO  for  U.S.  Army  PCB  Spill  fAREE  66F1,  For  Fort  Devens,  EMO 

Weston,  November  1995,  Action  Memorandum,  Drum  and  Debris  Removal  Mirror  Lake,  Study  Area  17  Fort 
Devens,  Massachusetts.  For:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  -  New  England  Division 

Zenoneinc.,  January  1994,  Final  Technical  Report  Tanks  and  Ancillary  Equipment  Removal,  Ft.  Devens, 
Massachusetts,  Moore  Aiinv  Air  Field.  For:  US  Army.  Fort  Devens 

Zenone,  Inc.,  February  2,  1993,  Sample  Results:  Tanks  &  Ancillary  Equipment  Removal  Moore  Army  Air  Field. 
Ayer,  !MA.  For  US  Army 

Zenone,  Inc.,  September  14,  1993,  Final  Technical  Report  Tanks  and  Ancillary  Equipment  Removal  (replacement 
pages)  FT.  Devens,  Massachusetts,  Moore  Army  Airfield.  For:  Department  of  the  Army 
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Table  AA.  Total  Environmental  Program  Slovjmary 


Piwtam 


FY  1993 


FUND  Requirements  ($000) 


FY 1995  FY  1996  .  T 

9: 


FY  1997 -FY  2010 


IRP  DERA 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

5,366.5 

NA 

IRP  BRAG 

18,581.9 

11,410 

7,193 

7,179 

44,363.9 

49,226.9 

31,039 

EC-CR 

155 

540 

500 

250 

1,445 

1,445 

NA 

EC-MR 

2,029.1 

1,425 

1,825 

1,150 

6,429.1 

21,325.6 

NA 

NAT/CULT 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

NA 

Total 

20,766 

13,375 

9,518 

8,579 

52,238 

77,364 

31,039 

Table  A-2*  BL^oricalI^wironmi^al 
PROGRAMEXPINBmM$  SlIMMARY 


Fund  Requirements  ($000) 


Progniot 

:  m 

\  1985 

1986 

1987 

FY 

iiilM 

^  FY 
1989 

^  FY 
1998 

1  FY  ■ 

1  1991 

199? 

Total 

IRP  DERA 

0 

0 

0 

0 

278.5 

1,662.4 

3,321.6 

104 

5,366.5 

IRP  BRAC 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

4,863 

4,863 

EC-CR 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

EC-MR 

2,424.7 

1,176.8 

1,140.4 

1,819 

1,536.8 

3,368.2 

14,896.5 

NAT/CULT 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Total 

2,424.7 

82.8 

1,176.8 

1,140.4 

2,098.3  i 

3,199.2 

6,689.8 

8,314 

25,126 

BRAC 

DERA 

EC-CR 

EC-MR 

FY 

IRP 

NAT/CULT 


Base  Realignment  and  Closure 
Defense  Environmental  Restoration  Account 
Environmental  Compliance-Closure  Related 
Environmental  Compliance-Mission  Related 
Fiscal  Year 

Installation  Restoration  Program 
Natural/Cultural 


Fort  DevenSy  Massachusetts  -  September  1996 


APPENDIX  B 


NO  FURTHER  ACTION  (NFA)  DECISION  SIGNATURE 

PAGES 


Fort  DevenSy  Massachusetts  -  September  1996 


The  signature  pages  included  in  version  3  of  the  BCP  reflect  no  further  action  decisions 
signed  prior  to  September  30, 1996.  As  more  no  further  action  decisions  are  made,  those 
signature  pages  will  be  incorporated  into  this  report.  The  following  table  is  a  list  of  sites 
for  which  the  no  further  action  decision  was  made  without  a  signature  page. 


Site  ID 

No  Further  Action  Decision  Source 

Date 

Master  Environmental  Plan  Update 

April  1993 

Master  Environmental  Plan  Update 

April  1993 

Master  Environmental  Plan  Update 

April  1993 

SA7 

Master  Environmental  Plan  Update 

April  1993 

Master  Environmental  Plan  Update 

April  1993 

SA22 

Master  Environmental  Plan 

April  1992 

SA23 

Master  Environmental  Plan 

April  1992 

SA46 

Master  Environmental  Plan  Update 

April  1993 

SA  53 

Master  Environmental  Plan  Update 

April  1993 

SA54 

Same  as  SA  430 

June  1996 

SA  55 

Master  Environmental  Plan  Update 

April  1993 

7.0  Decision 


On  the  basis  of  findings  at  SA-10,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  the 
historical  use  of  SA-10  as  a  construction  debris  area  has  caused  significant 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment 
The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  SA-10  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process.  In  accordance  with  CERCLA 
120(h)(3),  all  remedial  actions  necessary  have  taken  place,  and  the  USEPA  and 
MADEP  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


/Sd' Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 
^  Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


r  1 


AithirD  Little 


p67064TEPS.nfaLsa-10.lxL01/10/95 


14 


SECTION 


8.0  DECISION 


On  the  basm  of  finohngs  at  SA  14,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that 
rant^ants  detected  at  this  SA  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  enviro™“t  'nS 
dectston  has  been  ^  W  remove  SA  14  from  further  consideration  in  the  S  mo^ 

^  die  USEPA  and  MADEP  signatures  constitute  conciurence  in  accordance  wift  the 


Date 


C  CHAMBERS 
5RAC  Environmental  Coordinator 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P, 

Fort  Devens^emedial  Project  Manager 


Date 


I 


^^.Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 
MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 

-  ~1tu. 


D.  L 
Section 


AJd^ 


WELSH 
ef,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 


^Concur 

f  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc. 


W0019522 


8-1 


7053-12 


SECTION  7 


7.0  DECISION 


On  the  basis  of  findings  at  SA  15,  and  assuming  the  Army  maintains  possession  of 
SA  15  under  its  current  use,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  possible 
residual  contamination  from  the  bum  pit  has  caused  significant  environmental 
contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment.  The  decision 
has  been  made  to  remove  SA  15  from  further  consideration  in  the  ERP  process.  In 
accordance  with  CERCLA  120  (h)  (3),  all  remedial  actions  necessary  have  taken 
place,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc. 


SA15FNFA.DOC 


7-1 


7136.01 


7.0  Decision 


On  the  basis  of  findings  at  SA-16,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  the 
historical  use  of  SA-16  as  a  debris  disposal  area  has  caused  significant  environmental 
contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment.  The  decision  has 
been  made  to  remove  SA-16  from  further  consideration  in  the  Installation  Restoration 
Program  (IRP)  process.  In  accordance  with  CERCLA  120(h)(3),  all  remedial  actions 
necessary  have  taken  place,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP  signatures  constitute 
concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


oOLl^ 


^JAMES  C  CHAMBERS 

^RAC  Environmental  Coordinator 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE^ 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


D.  LYNNE  WELSH 

Section  Giief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 
PJ  Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


AithirD  Little 


p67O64TEPS.nfa.sa-l6.tcL01/t0/95 


11 


SECTION  8 


8.0  DECISION 


On  the  basis  of  findings  at  SAs  19,  20  and  21,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to 
conclude  that  the  past  and  present  operation  of  the  WWTP  has  caused  significant 
haz^dous  waste  contamination,  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the 
environment.  The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  SAs  19,  20  and  21  from 
further  consideration  in  the  IRP  process,  and  that  any  further  action  should  be 
addressed  under  applicable  regulations  and  standards. 


2.  Noi/  ^ 


JAMES  C  CHAMBERS 
JRAC  Environmental  Coordinator 


Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECllON  AGENCY 
^<3^ II, 


Date 


JAMES  P.  B 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 
/^Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 
MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 

D.  LYNNE  WELSH 
Section  bhief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 

Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc. 


WWTP.DOC 


8-1 


6917-11 


SECTION  6 


r  1 


6.0  DECISION 


On  the  basis  of  study  at  Study  Area  24  (Bunker  187) ,  there  is  no 
reason  or  evidence  to  conclude  that  operations  at  the  bunker 
involving  the  storage  and  handling  of  waste  explosives  have 
caused  significant  environmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat 
to  human  health  or  the  environment.  The  decision  has  been  made 
to  remove  Study  Area  24  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  process. 


lco(/zJ(- 


COMMANDER,  FORT  DEVENS 


DAVID  E.  LAMBERT 

Colonel,  U.S.  Army 

Acting  Installation  Commander 


Date 


U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Region  I,  Federal  Facilities >0ff ice 


[  ^  Concur 


signature 
Date  ' 


[  ]  Npn-concur  (Please  provide  reasons) 


SECTION  8 


8.0  DECISION 


On  the  basis  of  findings  at  SA  28,  there  is  no  evidence  or  J^asojnp  coi^ude  that  possible 
haz^dous  waste  contamination  due  to  contents  in  the^SSf  haTrau^d  amiBraSt 
envuomnental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environmenL  The 
decision  has  been  made  to  remove  SA  28  fi-om  further  consideration  in  the  IRP  process  and  ^ 
that  a^iJ^er  action  be  addressed  under  applicable  RCRA  regulations  and  standards. 


ER,  FORT  DEVENS 


'OLONEL  EDWARD  NUTTi^ 
U.S.  Army 

Installation  Commander 


Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 
REGION  I,  ME  AND  VT  WASTE  MANAGEMENT  BRANCH 


[•rc' 


oncur 


Signature 

David  M.  Webster,  Chief 


,0 


Date 


[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons) 


ABB  Environmental  services,  Inc. 


W019418 


8-1 


7053-12 


7.0  Decision 


On  the  basis  of  findings  at  SA-29,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  the 
historical  use  of  SA-29  as  a  transformer  storage  area  has  caused  significant 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 
The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  SA-29  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process.  In  accordance  with  CERCLA 
120(h)(3),  all  remedial  actions  necessary  have  taken  place,  and  the  USEPA  and 
MADEP  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


VIES  C.  CHAMBERS 

VC  Enviromncntal  Coordinator 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE  C/ 

Fort  Dcvens  Remedial  Project  Manager 


^i^ncur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


D- LYNNE  WELSH 

Section  Chiet  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 

Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


p67064TEPSJtea.8a-29.W.01/1(y9S  1 0 


AffthirDLittie 


SECTION  8 


8.0  DECISION 


On  the  basis  of  findings  at  SA  31,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that 
the  historical  use  of  SA  31  for  fire  fighting  training  exercises  has  caused  significant 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the 
environment  The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  SA  31  firom  further 
consideration  in  the  IRP  process.  In  accordance  with  CERCLA  120  (h)  (3),  all 
remedial  actions  necessary  have  taken  place,  and  the  USEPA  and  MAD]^ 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  n  accordance  with  the  same. 

f  f~  CPwj 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

Manager 

l^jConcur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 
MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


Section  Chiet  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 
Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


JAMES  P.  ' 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Proji 


^BB  l^nvironmental  Services,  inc. 


31DD.DOC 


8-1 


6917.11 


SECTION  6 
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23 

24 

25 

26 
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32 
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6.0  DECISION 


With  the  removal  of  contaminated  soil  from  the  southwest  side  of  Building  262,  the 
DEH  Entomology  Shop  site,  and  a  determination  of  no  significant  residual  risk, 
there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  residual  hazardous  waste 
contamination  due  to  historical  pesticide  mixihg  and  storage  operations  has  caused 
significant  environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the 
environment.  The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  SA  33  from  further 
consideration  in  the  IRP  process.  In  accordance  with  CERCLA  120  (h)  (3),  all 
remedial  actions  necessary  have  taken  place,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  cons^^te  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 

( i\MES  C.  CHAMBERS  Date 

M3RAC  Environmental  Coordinator 

U.S.  ENVmONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYR 
Fort  Dcvens  Re: 


Dsde 


Project  Manager 

^^^oncur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 

MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


D.  LYNNE  WELSH 

Section  Chie^  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 


Date 


^Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


ABB  Environmental  Services,  inc. 


SA33NFADOC 


6-1 


7147-00 


SECTION  7 
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7.0  DECISION 


With  the  removal  of  contaminated  soil  from  the  northeast  side  of  Building  245  and 
the  western  comer  of  Building  246  (the  Former  DEH  Entomology  Shop)  and  a 
determination  of  no  sigmficant  residual  risk,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to 
conclude  that  residual  hazardous  waste  contamination  due  to  historical  pesticide 
mixing  and  storage  operations  has  caused  significant  environmental  contamination 
or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment.  The  decision  has  been  made 
to  remove  SA  34  from  further  consideration  in  the  IRP  process.  In  accordance  with 
CERCLA  120  (h)  (3),  ^  remedial  actions  necessary  have  taken  place,  and  the 
USEPA  and  MADEP  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the 
same. 


JAMES  C.  CHAMBERS 
BRAC  Environmental  Coordinator 


Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 
MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


Date 

Section  Chie^  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 


D.  LYNNE  WELSH 


^^^QUoncur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc. 


SA34NEA.FIN 


7-1 


7147-00 


^  V-  2 
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7.0  Decision 


r  1 


On  the  basis  of  findings  at  SA-35,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  the 
historical  use  of  SA-35  as  an  entomology  shop  has  caused  significant  environmental 
contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment  The  decision  has 
been  made  to  remove  SA-35  from  further  consideration  in  the  Installation  Restoration 
Program  (IRP)  process.  In  accordance  vv^ith  CERCXA  120(h)(3),  all  remedial  actions 
necessary  have  taken  place,  and  the  EPA  and  MADEP  signatures  constitute 
concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same, 

/  f^O!/  ^ 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


^^iiToncur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 

MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  •  CERO 
^Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


f  ^ 

L  A 


AithirD  Little 


p67064TEP>S.nta.sa-3S.txt.09r20/95 
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SECTION  6 


6.0  DECISION 


With  the  removal  of  contaminated  soil  and  sediment  from  SA  36,  the  Building  2728 
Former  DEH  Entomology  Shop  site,  and  a  determination  of  no  significant  residual  risk, 
there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  residual  hazardous  waste  contamination 
due  to  historical  pesticide  mixing  and  storage  operations  has  caused  significant 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 
The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  SA  36  from  further  consideration  in  the  IRP 
process.  In  accordance  with  CERCLA  120  (h)  (3),  all  remedial  actions  necessary  have 
taken  place,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in 


[  ]  Non*concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non*concurrence  in  writing) 

MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


Section  Cliie^\Eraeral  Facilities  -  CERO 


[^Concur 

[  ]  Non*concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc. 


A 


SA36NFA.DOC 
March  6, 1996 


6-1 


07147.00 


SECTION  6 


6.0  DECISION 
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With  the  removal  of  contaminated  soil  from  SA  37,  the  Golf  Course  Entomology  Shops, 
and  a  determination  of  no  significant  residual  risk,  there  is  no  evidence  or  re^on  to 
conclude  that  residual  hazardous  waste  contamination  due  to  historical  pesticide  mixing 
and  storage  operations  has  caused  significant  environmental  contamination  or  poses  a 
threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment.  The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove 
SA  37  from  further  consideration  in  the  IRP  process.  In  accordance  with  CERCLA  120 
(h)  (3),  all  remedial  actions  necessary  have  taken  place,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  cons^te  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 

/ri^4;C?C 

Date 


C  CHAMBERS 
§RAC  Eaviromnental  Coordinator 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  B 
Fort  Devcns, 


Project  Manager 


[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 

MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECHON 


=s\k19.u 


D.  LYNNE  \SffiLSH 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 


Date 


^Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


ABB  Environmental  Services,  inc. 


SA37AD.NFA 
Match  6, 1996 


07147.00 


6-1 


SECTION  9 


9.0  DECISION 


With  the  removal  of  contaminated  soil  from  beneath  the  Current  Battery  Room 
floor  and  a  determination  of  no  residual  risk,  and  on  the  basis  of  Preliminary  Risk 
Evaluation  findings  at  the  other  Study  Area  38  maintenance  and  disposal  areas, 
there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  residual  hazardous  waste 
contamination  due  to  historical  battery  maintenance  practices  has  caused  significant 
enviromnental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  tp  human  health  or  the  environment. 
The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  Study  Axea  38  from  further  consideration  in 
the  IRP  process,  and  that  all  remedial  actions  necessary  have  taken  place. 


c 


//  *7T 


JAMES  C.  CHAMBERS 
JRAC  Enviromnental  Coordinator 


Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNEy 


Date 


Fort  DeveM  Remedial  Project  Manager 
(^f^Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-conturrence  in  writing) 
MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


/A. 


D.  LYNNE  WELSH 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 


Date 


Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc. 


SA38NFADOC 


9-1 


7145-00 


SECTION  7 


7.0  DECISION 


With  the  removal  of  contaminated  soil  from  SA  42  and  a  determination  of  no 
significant  residual  risk,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  residual 
hazardous  waste  contamination  due  to  the  former  presence  of  shell  casings  within 
the  soil  has  caused  significant  environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to 
human  health  or  the  environment.  The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  SA  42 
from  further  consideration  in  the  ERP  process.  In  accordance  with  CERCLA  120 
(h)  (3),  all  remedial  actions  necessary  have  taken  place,  and  the  USEPA  and 
MADEP  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 

J/LMES  C  chambers  Date 

"BRAC  Environmental  Coordinator 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


Rem^al  Project  Manager 
^^I^Concur 


JAMES  P.  B 
Fort  Devens 


Date 


[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writmg) 

MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


D.  LYNNEVVELSH 
Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 


Date 


^^^Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writmg) 


ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc. 


42NFAD.FIN 


7-1 


7147-00 


SECTION  8 


8.0  DECISION 


On  the  basis  of  findings  at  SA  43B,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that 
petroleum  contamination  firom  the  former  UST  has  caused  significant  environmental 
contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment.  The  decision  has 
been  made  to  remove  SA  43B  firom  further  consideration  in  the  IRP  process.  In 
accordance  with  CERCLA  120  (h)  (3),  all  remedial  actions  necessary  have  taken  place, 
and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the 
same. 


Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


C.  CHAMBERS 
'RAC  Enviroiimental.  Coordinator 


JAMES  P.  B^ 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Mana;ger 


Date 


^  Concur 


[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


D.  LYNISJE  WELSH 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 


Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


AbB  Environmental  Services,  Inc. 


W001S(520 


8-1 


7QS3-12 


SECTION  8 


8.0  DECISION 


On  the  basis  of  the  findings  at  SA  43C,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that 
petroleum  contamination  from  the  former  UST  has  caused  significant  environmental 
contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  enviromnent  The  decision  has 
been  made  to  remove  SA  43C  from  further  consideration  in  the  IRP  process.  In 
accordance  with  CERCLA  120  (h)  (3),  all  remedial  actions  necessary  have  taken  place, 
and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the 
same. 

Date 

U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

JAMES  P.  BYgJte  Date  "  ^ 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 

j^Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 
MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROIECTION 

///gVfs- 

DaS  ' 


Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


D.  LYNNE  (WELSH 
Section  Chie^  Federal  Facilities 


CERO 


ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc. 


W0019511 


8-1 


7053-12 


1 

/ 


SECTION  7 


JLW 

f 


7.0  DECISION 


With  the  removal  of  contaminated  soil  from  the  Patch  Road  Historic  Gas  Station 
and  a  determination  of  no  residual  risk,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude 
that  residual  hazardous  waste  contamination  due  to  the  former  USTs  at  SA  43D  has 
caused  significant  environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health 
or  the  environment  The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  SA  43D  from  further 
consideration  in  the  IRP  process.  In  accordance  with  CERCLA  120  (h)  (3),  all 
remedial  actions  necessary  have  taken  place,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


^AMES  C.  CHAMBERS 
BRAC  Environmental  Coordinator 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRIffi/ 

Fort  Devens  Renle^dal  Project  Manager 


[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 

MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


D.  LYNNE^LSH  I 

Section  Chie^  Federal  Fadlities  -  CERO 

Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  wridng) 


ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc. 


A 


SA43DNFA.DOC 


7-1 


7147-00 


SECTION  8 


8.0  DECISION 


On  the  basis  of  the  findings  at  SA  43E,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that 
petroleum  contamination  from  the  former  UST  has  caused  significant  environmental 
contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment.  The  decision  has 
been  made  to  remove  SA  43E  from  further  consideration  in  the  IRP  process  In 
accordance  with  CERdA  120  (h)  (3),  all  remedial  actions  necessary  have  taken  place 

and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the 
same. 


fAMES  C.  CHAMBERS  Date - 

JRAC  Environmental  Coordinator 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROIECIION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.B^  _ 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 


/  I 

Date 


^J^ncur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 
MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


D.  LYNNE  teLSH 
Section  Chiet  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 


M  Concur 

[  j  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


ABB  Environmental  services,  Inc. 


W0019S12 


8-1 


7053-12 


SECTION  7 


13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 
19 


7.0  DECISION 


With  the  removal  of  contaminated  soil  and  sediment  from  the  SAs  43H  and  431 
Historic  Gas  Station  and  a  determination  of  no  residual  risk,  there  is  no  evidence  or 
reason  to  conclude  that  residual  contamination  due  to  the  former  USTs,  sand  and 
gas  traps,  and  fuel  oil  spill  at  SAs  43H  and  431  has  caused  significant  environmental 
contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment.  The  decision 
has  been  made  to  remove  SAs  43H  and  431  from  further  consideration  in  the  IRP 
process.  In  accordance  with  CERCLA  120  (h)  (3),  all  remedial  actions  necessary 
have  taken  place,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in 
accordance  with  the  same. 

Date 

U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


^22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

30 

31 

32 

33 

34 

35 

36 

37 

38 

39 

40 

41 


^  Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Section  Chie^  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 
^^,^^Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


43HINFAD.FIN 


7-1 


7147-00 


SECTION  8 


8.0  DECISION 


On  the  basis  of  findings  at  SA  43K,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that 
petroleum  contamination  from  the  former  UST  has  caused  significant  environmental 
contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment  The  decision  has 
been  made  to  remove  SA  43K  fi’om  further  consideration  in  the  IRP  process.  In 
accordance  with  CERQLA  120  (h)  (3),  all  remedial  actions  necessary  have  taken  place, 
and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the 
same. 

Date 

U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


FAMES  C.  CHAMBERS 
5RAC  Environmental  Coordinator 


JAMES  P. 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 


Date 


^Co  ncur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 
MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


D.  LYNNfe  WELSH 
Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 

5^  Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


ABB  Environmental  Services,  inc. 


W0019S24 


8-1 


-7053-12 


SECTION  8 


8.0  DECISION 


On  the  basis  of  the  findings  at  SA  43L,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that 
petroleum  contamination  firom  the  former  USTs  has  caused  significant  environmental 
contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment  The  decision  has 
been  made  to  remove  SA  43L  from  further  consideration  in  the  IRP  process.  In 
accordance  with  CERQLA  120  (h)  (3),  all  remedial  actions  necessary  have  taken  place, 
and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the 
same. 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

Date 


^^^oncur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 
MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 

D.  LYNNE/^LSH  Date 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 

^  Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


JAMES  P,  B 
Fort  Devens 


emedial  Project  Manager 


ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc. 


W0019515 


8-1 


7053-12 


SECTION  8 


8.0  DECISION 


On  the  basis  of  the  findings  at  SA  43M,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that 
petroleum  contamination  from  the  former  USTs  has  caused  significant  environmental 
contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment.  The  decision  has 
been  made  to  remove  SA  43M  from  further  consideration  in  the  IRP  process.  In 
accordance  with  CERCLA  120  (h)  (3),  all  remedial  actions  necessary  have  taken  place, 
and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the 
same. 


/r'G'-lrJ  f-T" 


JAMES  P.BYR^  Date 

Fort  Devens  Reinedial  Project  Manager 

J>^Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 
MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


D.  LYNNE  WELSH  Dat 

Section  cMef,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 

Pd  Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc. 


W0019516 


8-1 


7053-12 


SECTION  8 


8.0  DECISION 


On  the  basis  of  findings  at  SA  43N,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that 
petroleum  contamination  from  the  former  UST  has  caused  significant  environmental 
contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment.  The  decision  has 
been  made  to  remove  SA  43N  from  further  consideration  in  the  IRP  process.  In 
accordance  with  CERCLA  120  (h)  (3),  all  remedial  actions  necessary  have  taken  place, 
and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the 
same. 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


CxdsRAC  Enviromnental  Coordinator 


JAMES  P. 

Fort  Devens  4^emedial  Project  Manager 


ncur 


I 

Date 


[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 
MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECHON 


D.  LYNNE  WELSH 


Date 


jJm±^ 


Section  Chie^  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 


^  Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  wnting) 


ABB  Environmental  Services,  inc. 


W0019521 


8-1 


7053-12 


SECTION  8 


8.0  DECISION 


On  the  basis  of  the  findings  at  S  A  430,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that 
contamination  from  the  former  USTs  has  caused  significant  environmental  contamination  or 
pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment.  The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove 
SA  430  from  further  consideration  in  the  IRP  process.  In  accordance  with  CERCLA  120 
(h)  (3),  all  remedial  actions  necessary  have  taken  place,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


C.  CHAMBERS 
iRAC  Rivironmental  Coordinator 


DATE 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYI^ 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 


DATE 


I^C  oncur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 
MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 

_ /i$-  - 

D.  LYNNE 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 


^  Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc. 


A;\SA430DD 


8-1 


7053-15 


SECTION  8 


8.0  DECISION 


On  the  basis  of  the  findings  at  SA  43P,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that 
petroleum  contamination  from  the  former  UST  has  caused  significant  environmental 
contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment.  The  decision  has 
been  made  to  remove  SA  43P  from  further  consideration  in  the  IRP  process.  In 
accordance  with  CERdA  120  (h)  (3),  all  remedial  actions  necessary  have  taken  place, 
and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the 
same. 


C.  CHAMBERS 
C  Environmental  Coordinator 


Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  S'! 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 


Date 


^pQconcur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  wnting) 
MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


D.LYNb®  WELSH 

Section  Cmef,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 


Dat 


LhlJSS 


^  Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


ABB  Environmental  Services,  inc. 


W0019517.080 


8-1 


7053-12 


SECTION  8 


8.0  DECISION 


On  the  basis  of  the  findings  at  SA  43Q,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that 
petroleum  contamination  from  the  former  UST  has  caused  significant  environmental 
contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment.  The  decision  has 
been  made  to  remove  SA  43Q  firom  further  consideration  in  the  IRP  process.  In  . 
accordance  with  CERCLA  120  (h)  (3),  all  remedial  actions  . necessary  have  taken  place, 
and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the 
same. 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


Manager 

^^Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 
MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


Section  Chie^  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 
^Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc. 


JAMES  P.BYI^ 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project 


W0019S18.080 


8-1 


7053-12 


SECTION  8 


8.0  DECISION 


On  the  basis  of  findings  at  SA  43R,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that 
petroleum  contamination  from  the  former  UST  has  caused  significant  environmental 
contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment.  The  decision  has 
been  made  to  remove  SA  43R  from  further  consideration  in  the  ERP  process.  In 
accordance  with  CERCLA  120  (h)  (3),  all  remedial  actions  necessary  have  taken  place, 
and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the 
same. 


'AMES  C.  CHAMBERS 

iRAC  Environmental  Coordinator 


Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


.BYRM 


JAMES  P. 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 


///f'f’-f 


Date 


^Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 
MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


D.  LYNNBjWELSH 
Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 


Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc. 


W0019S25 


8-1 


705S-12 


SECTION  8 


8.0  DECISION 


On  the  basis  of  the  findings  at  SA  43S,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that 
petroleum  contamination  fi'om  the  former  UST  has  caused  significant  environmental 
contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment.  The  decision  has 
been  made  to  remove  SA  43S  from  further  consideration  in  the  IRP  process.  In 
accordance  with  CERCLA  120  (h)  (3),  all  remedial  actions  necessary  have  taken  place, 
and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance,  with  the 
same. 

Date 

U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  C.  CHAMBERS 
'BRAC  Environmental  Coordinator 


JAMES  P.  B'gpOE 

Fort  Devens  l^medial  Project  Manager 


/  lioj^ 

Date 


^;^4^ncur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 
MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


-  CERO 


D.  LYNN^jWELSH 
Section  Chie^  Federal  Facilities 


M  Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc. 


W0019S19 


8-1 


70SM2 


SECTION  8 


8.0  DECISION 


On  the  basis  of  findings  at  SA  47,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that 
possible  residual  contamination  due  to  release  from  a  leaking  underground  tank,  which 
has  since  been  removed,  has  caused  significant  environmental  contamination  or  poses  a 
threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment  The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  SA 
47  from-frirther  consideration  in  the  IRP  process. 


CR,  FORT  DEVENS 


EDWARD  NUTTALL 
Colonel,  U.S.  Army 
Installation  Commander 


Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 
REGION  I,  ME  &  VT  WASTE  MANAGEMENT  BRANCH 


['^Concur 


[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons) 


ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc. 


47DD.DOC 


8-1 


6917.11 


SECTION  8 


8.0  DECISION 


On  the  basis  of  findings  at  SA  48,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that 
possible  residual  contamination  firom  the  former  UST  has  caused  significant 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment 
The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  SA  48  from  further  consideration  in  the  IRP 
process.  In  accordance  with  CERCLA  120  (h)  (3),  all  remedial  actions  necessary 
have  taken  place,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in 
accordance  with  the  same. 

Date 


JAMES  C.  aiAMBERS 
BRAC  Environmental  Coordinator 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


(f? 

JAMES  p.  byr: 
Fort  Devens  Ri 


dial  Project  Manager 


incur 


[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


D.  LYNNE  \^LSH 

Section  Chie^  Federal  Fadlities  -  CERO 


Date 


p^Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc. 


SA48FNFA.DOC 


8-1 


7143.00 
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7.0  Decision 


On  the  basis  of  findings  at  SA-51,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  the 
historical  use  of  SA-51  for  training  operations  has  caused  significant  environmental 
contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment.  The  decision  has 
been  made  to  remove  SA-51  from  further  consideration  in  the  Installation  Restoration 
Program  (IRP)  process.  In  accordance  with  CERCLA  120(h)(3),  all  remedial  actions 
necessary  have  taken  place,  and  the  EPA  and  MADEP  signatures  constitute 
concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


// 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P. 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 


oncur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 


Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concuircnce  in  writing) 


AithirD  Little 


p67064TEPS.nfa.sa-51  .l)ct.09A)8/95 


13 


SECTION  8 


8.0  DECISION 


On  the  basis  of  the  findings  at  SA  58,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that 
petroleum  contamination  from  the  former  UST  has  caused  significant  environmental 
contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment.  The  decision  has  been 
made  to  remove  SA  58  from  further  consideration  in  the  IRP  process.  In  accordance  with 
CERCLA  120  (h)  (3),  all  remedial  actions  necessaiy  have  taken  place,  and  the  USEPA  and 
MADEP  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRM 
Fort  Devens  ReD^Qial  Project  Manager 


Dati 


[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


r 


Date 


Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 
Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 

~  ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc. 
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On  the  basis  of  findings  at  SA-59,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  the 
historic  release  of  sandblast  grit  at  SA-59  has  caused  significant  environmental 
contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment.  The  decision  has 
been  made  to  remove  SA-59  from  further  consideration  in  the  Installation  Restoration 
Program  (IRP)  process.  In  accordance  vi^ith  CERCLA  120(h)(3),  all  remedial  actions 
necessary  have  taken  place,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP  signatures  constitute 
concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 

^  Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


Section  Otief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 
^  Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


AithirD  Little 
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7.0  Decision 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  61C  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  61C  firom  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


/7 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  B'! 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 


^/|^^J-03ficur 


[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 

Date 

^  Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


D.  LYNNE^WELSH 

Section  Qiief,  Federal  Facilities 


CERO 


AithirD  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  61D  has  residual 
enviroiunental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  61D  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


n  Ocr^ 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  B" 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 


incur 


[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 

^  _  — fjlflJLl^S- 

D.  LYli®  wisH  Date 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 
^  Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


AithirDLittie 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  6  IE  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  61E  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  R^toration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  CEPA)  and  Massachusetts  Dq)artment  of  Environmental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


D.  LYNNE 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 


^  Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Aithir  D  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  6  IF  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  61F  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


/7  ^ 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


D.  LYNNBAVELSH 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 


Y]  Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


ArthirD  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  61H  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 


The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  61H  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  Enviromnental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  wnting) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


Date 


^^^Xoncur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  wnting) 


llithirD  Little 


pSTOSSTEPSAfBoei  .tnl_ipLlinalipL61  i)8/30«5 


7-5 


Final  Report: 
Section  No.: 
Revision  No.: 
Date: 


Fort  Devens  BRAC  EE 
7.0 
2 

September  1995 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  61J  has  ^idual 
environmental  contamination  or  p)oses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  61J  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE  /J 

Fort  Dcvcns  Remedial  ProjgJC  Manager 


[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrcncc  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


Xp.  _  /0/^7/fT 

D.  LYNNE  W^H 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 

Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


ArthirD  Little 
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With  the  removal  of  contaminated  soil  from  Building  3606  Golf  Course 
Maintenance  Shop  and  a  determination  of  no  residual  risk,  there  is  no  evidence  or 
reason  to  conclude  that  residual  hazardous  waste  contamination  due  to  the  past  use 
of  the  site  as  a  maintenance  and  waste  accumulation  area  has  caused  significant 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 
Other  areas  in  the  vicinity  of  Building  3606  have  been  or  are  currently  being 
investigated  in  separate  studies.  The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove 
AREE  61M  from  further  consideration  in  the  IRP  process.  In  accordance  with 
CERCLA  120  (h)  (3),  all  remedial  actions  necessary  have  taken  place,-  and  the 
USEPA  and  MADEP  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the 


same. 


/AMES  C.  CHAMBERS 
BRAC  Environmental  Coordinator 


5" 


JAMES  P.  BYR] 
Fort  Devens  Reo 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


!  Project  Manner 


^  Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 

MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


D.  LYNNE^LSH  Date 

Section  Ghie^  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 

Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc. 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  6  IN  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  61N  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  concurrence  m  accordance  with  the  same. 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 

CJ^-Conciit- 

[  ]  Non-concur  {please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


lolnjq^ 

Date 


AithirD  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  61Q  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  61Q  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


n 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE^ 

Fort  Dcvcas  Remedial  Project  Manager 

ff^^Coneilr 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  wnting) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 
^Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


AithirD  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  61R  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  61R  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


[  ]  Non-concur  please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


|%<Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


ilithirD  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  61T  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  61T  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


n  Per 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


/P 


JAMES  P.  BYRN^ 

:  Devens  Remedial  Irojcct  Manager 


Fort  Devens  F 
/n^€ail^ur 

^  r  1  "KT _ _ 


[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


D.  LYNNE  WEESH 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities 


CERO 


Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


ArthirD  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  61U  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  61U  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  Enviromnental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


D.  LYNNE  wrjLQin 
Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 


^^P^oncur 

[  ]  Non-concur  please  provide  reasons  for  non-concuirence  in  writing) 


AithirD  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  61W  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment 

Hie  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  61W  from  further  consideration  in  die 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


r7/f\ 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Rpc^ect  Manager 


Date 


[Vt^Conc^ 


•n-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


D.  LYNNE  WELSH 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  •  CERO 


Concur 

Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


lo/l  7/9< 

Date 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  61 Y  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  61Y  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  Enviromnental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


n  Oct  ^ 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Projfe^  Manager 

fj4ionG«r 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


WElife 


D.  LYNNE 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 


Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


AithirD  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  th^  AREE  61AA  has  residual 
enviroiunental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  enviromnent 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  ARBE  61AA  from  further  consideration  in 
the  Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


n  Ocr^^ 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

\  /p 

JAMES  P.  BYRNE  ^  Date 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 
^^^Cgncor 

[  ]Non-COncur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 

MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 

_ _ /o/zr/iT 

D.  LYNNE  \s4LsH  Date 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 

Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


AithirD  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  61AC  h^  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  envirorunent. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  61  AC  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


C.  CHAMBERS 

IC  Environmental  Coordinator 


n 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

JAMES  P.  BYRNE  ^  ^ 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Manager 

/NCQoncur 

[  ]  Non-COncur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 

MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 

D.  LYNNE  vtkjSK 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Fadlities  -  CERO 
[ ]  Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


AithirD  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  61AD  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  61  AD  from  further  consideration  in 
the  Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


M  l/f^ 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


D.  LYNNE  V®LSH  Date 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 

^  Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


AithirD  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  61AE  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  61AE  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


/7 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


D.  LYNNE  WELSH 

Section  Chief,  Foieral  Facilities  -  CERO 


^  Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


AithirD  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  61AG  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  61  AG  from  further  consideration  in 
the  Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


/7  OC'T^S- 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

_ _ 

JAMES  P.  BYR^^  ^ 

Fort  Devens  Rcmedfil  Project  Manager 
A^Cogpur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 

MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 

D.  LYNNE  W^H 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 
Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


ArthirD  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  61AH  h^  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  61  AH  from  further  consideration  in 
the  Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


/7  Ocr^^ 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


D.  LYNNE  WELS^ 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 
Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


ArthirD  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  61AI  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  61AI  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


n 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


[  ]  Non-concur  please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


D.  LYNNE 

Section  Chief,  Federal  facilities  -  CERO 
M  Concur 

I  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


AithirD  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  61AJ  has  residual 
enviroiunental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  61AJ  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


/~7  Oc-'T 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


D.  LYNNE 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 


■f)3^Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


AithirDLHtle 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  61AK  h^  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  61AK  from  further  consideration  in 
the  Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

JAMES  P.  BYRNE  ^ 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 

Concur 

[  ]  Non-COncur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  wnting) 

MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


A± 


D.  LYNNE  WELSH 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 


^  Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  wnting) 


Date 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  61AL  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

Ihe  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AKEE  61AL  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNB^ 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Troject  Manager 


r§4-Concur 
]  Non-concur 


please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


X _ 

w 


D.  LYNNE  WELSI 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 


Date 


'o/n[^'S' 


^Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


AithirD  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  61AM  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  61AM  from  further  consideration  in 
the  Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNe/  Date 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 

[  ]  Non-concur  Q>lease  provide  reasons  for  non-concmrence  in  writing) 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


A 


a  LYNNE  V/WSR 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  •  CERO 


t^Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concuirence  in  writing) 


AithirD  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  6 IAN  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment 


The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  6  IAN  from  further  consideration  in 
the  Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


rj 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


Date 


C^M^oncur 

[  ]  Non-COncur  please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


J)^Concur 

[  ]  Non-COncur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concunence  in  writing) 


/oln(^C 


Date 


Aithir  D  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  61AO  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  61  AO  from  further  consideration  in 
the  Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


nocr^ 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


D.  LYNNE  WEtSH 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 


Date 


1SL 


^Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concuirencc  in  writing) 


AithirD  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  61AQ  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  61AQ  from  further  consideration  in 
the  Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  conctirrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE  ^ 

Fon  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 


[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide 


reasons  for  non-concunence  in  writing) 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


D.  LYNNE 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 


Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide 


reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Aithir  D  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  61AR  h^  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environmenL 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  61AR  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE^ 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Iroject  Manager 
i>j^oncor 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-conCurrcncc  in  writing) 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


D.  LYNNE  WELSH 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 


Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


AithirD  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  61AS  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  enviromnenL 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  6  IAS  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE  ^ 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 


icur 


[  ]  Non-concur  please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  wnting) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


/(j  COjA/l  _ 

D.  LYNNE  WE^H 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 
Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


AithirD  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  61AT  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  61  AT  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


nocT'?r- 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


[  ]  Non-concur  0?lease  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 

D.  LYNNE  WEI^  Date 

Section  Chief,  Federm  Facilities  -  CERO 

^  Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


ArthirD  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  61AV  h^  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environmenL 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  61AV  from  further  consideration  in 
the  Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


n  Oct 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


Jf/r7/f:$- 

Date 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  wnting) 

MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


VVjg 


D.  LYNNE  WEISH 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 


jo/nh^ 

Date 


Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


AithirD  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  61AW  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  61  AW  from  further  consideration  in 
the  Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


V 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 

Aj^^oncur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


[  ]  Non-COncur  please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


AithirD  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Array 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  61AX  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  61  AX  from  further  consideration  in 
the  Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

Date 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 

t)filCQncur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 

MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


D.  LYNNE  WELSH 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 


^Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


_ hlnjis' 

Date 


AithirD  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  61  AY  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  61  AY  from  further  consideration  in 
the  Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 


[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROtECTION 


_ xP. 

D.  LYNNE  WELSp  Date 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 

Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


AithirD  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  61AZ  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 


The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  61AZ  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 


[  ]  Non-concur  please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


D.  LYNNE 

Section  Chief,  Fed^  Facilities  -  CERO 


Concur 

Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concunence  in  writing) 


Date 


AithirD  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AR^  61BA  h^  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  61BA  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environment^ 

Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  ^vironmental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE  / 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 


//fCconcyr 

^  [  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 

/La 

D.  LYNNE  WE^H 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 


Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


ilithirD  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  6  IBB  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  6  IBB  from  further  consideration  in  tiie 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


n  Cic?  fr- 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 
^/^'^CoBCur 

[  ]  Non-<:oncur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


D.  LYNNE  W^H 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 


Concur 

Non-concur 


(please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


AithirD  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  61BC  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  en^^enf 

^e  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  61BC  from  further  consideration  in 
^^ton  Restora^n  ftogram  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environmental 

Agency  (EPA)  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


C.  CHAMBERS 

C  Environmental  Coordinator 


Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE^ 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  i^oject  Manager 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  OEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


;w^H 


D.  LYNNE  ^ 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 


^^}>.Concur 

(  ]  Nonconcur  (please  provide  reasons  tor  noiwnmconoEce  in  mianf) 


AithirD  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  61BD  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  61BD  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE^ 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 


[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


. 4.^ 

D.  LYNNE  WEL^ 

Section  Chief,  Federal^cilitics  -  CERO 
Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


AithirD  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  61BE  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  61  BE  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 


i^Gon- 


cur 


[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


ArthirD  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  ARHE  61BF  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  ARER  61BF  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P. 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 


Date 


n  XT _ 


oncuT 


[  ]  Non-concur  please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


D.  LYNNE  WELSH 
Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 


^  Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


AithirD  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  61BG  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  61BG  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  Enviromnental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P. 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 


Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  fw  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 

Date 

Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


D.  LYNNE  (^TELSH 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 


AithirD  Little 
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SECTION  22 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army  personnel, 
there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63A  has  residual  environmental 
contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63A  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP  signatures 
constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


aiSL^ 


22-13 


SECTION  22 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army  personnel, 
there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63B  has  residual  environmental 
contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63B  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP  signatures 
constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 


[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 

_ 4 

D.  LYNNE  WELSH  Date 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 

Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 
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4.0  Decision 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
personnel,  thore  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63C  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63C  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installadon  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE^ 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 
[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 

/o/iyh'T 

Date 

Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Arthir  D  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63D  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63D  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USHPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE  / 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 
^fi^Qncur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 
Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


AithirD  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63E  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63E  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


]|^Concur 

']  Non-concur  (please  prpvide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


D.  LYNNE  ^^/ELSH 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 


^^H^Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63F  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63F  from  further  consideration  in  die 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


JAMES  C.  CHAMBERS 

BRAC  Enviiomnental  Coordinator 


o 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


Section  Chief,  F^ral  Facilities  -  CERO 


^Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


f  ^ 

L  A 


AithirD  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Array 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63G  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63G  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  die  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE 
Fort  Devens  -Ronedial  Prqect  Manager 

Concur 


[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 

D.  LYNNE  WELSH  Date 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilides  -  CERO 

^  Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


AithirD  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63H  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 


The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63H  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P. 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 


Nj^Cetacur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


WELS0 


D.  LYNNE 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 
Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concunence  in  writing) 


/ohhc 


Date 


ilithirD  Little 
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Final  Rq)ort: 
Section  No.: 
Revision  No.: 
Etate: 


Fort  Devens  BRAC  EE 
4.0 
2 

September  1995 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  631  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  enviromnenL 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  ARHE  631  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE 

Fart  Devens  Remedial  Pnajcct  Manager 


Jj^^^oncur 

[  ]  Non-COncur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 


Concur 

[  ]  Non-COncur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


AithirD  Little 


p67D6STEPS.aiBo63.W^q?LenahpLC3n8«0«^ 


4-7 


Final  Report:  Fort  Devens  BRAC  EE 
Section  No.:  4.0 

Revision  No.:  2 
Date:  September  1995 


On  the  basis  of  document  reviev/,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63J  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63J  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


n  C>ct9S- 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


V 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 


Date 


CHioasi? 

T  XT^ _ 


[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


lo/nl^i£- 


D.  LYNNE  WELSI 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERQ 
pJ<^oiiciir 

f  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


AithirD  Little 
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Final  Report: 
Section  No.: 
Revision  No.: 
Date: 


Fort  Devens  BRAC  EE 
4.0 
2 

September  1995 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63K  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environmenL 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63K  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


/7 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMESP.  BYRNE  ^ 

FcHt  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 


[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concunrencc  in  wnting) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 

-  ^ - 

D.  LYNNE  W^H 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERp 

J>f  Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  wnting) 


AithirD  Little 


p67D6STEPS3fee63.W_iptfina!fpt63Xe«V95 
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Final  Rqwrt: 
Section  No.: 
Revision  No.: 
Date: 


Fort  Devens  BRAC  EE 

4.0 

2 

September  1995 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  tiiat  AREE  63L  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

Hie  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63L  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


Date 


ncur 


[  ]  Non-COnCur  (please  provide  zeasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 

MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


r 


D.  LYNNE  WELS 

Section  Chief,  i^eial  Facilities  -  CERO 


^  Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-craicuirence  in  writing) 


Date 


AithirD  Little 
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Final  Rq)ort: 
Section  No.; 
Revision  No.: 
Date: 


Fort  Devens  BRAC  EE 

4.0 

2 

S^tember  1995 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63M  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63M  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


n  Oor‘f5- 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE  //  Date 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Proj^^Maaager 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


D.  LYNNE  W%SH 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 


Concur 

[  ]  Non-COncur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


AithirD  Little 


p670657EPSuareo6afnl_tpLfinalipt63.0a«CV9S 
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Final  Rq)ort: 
Section  No.: 
Revision  No.: 
Date: 


Fort  Devens  BRAC  EE 
4.0 
2 

September  1995 


On  the  basis  of  document  revie'W,  site  inspections  and  interview  ■with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63N  has  residual 
raivironmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63N  from  further  consideration  in  die 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurraice  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


^(mES  C.  CHAMBERS 
oRAC  Environmental  CoOTdinator 


n 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE  / 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 

[  ]  NSlFWncur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concuncncc  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


Section  Chief,  F^ei^  Facilities  -  CERO 
Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


AithirD  Little 
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Final  Rq)ort: 
Section  No.: 
Revision  No.: 
Date: 


Fort  Devens  BRAC  EE 

4.0 

2 

September  1995 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  630  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  630  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


n 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


[  ]  Non-concur  please  provide  reasons  for  noanxmcurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


A 


weiA 


D.  LYNNE 
Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 


^  Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


/ofnh'r 

Date 


AithirD  Little 
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Final  Report: 
Section  No.: 
Revision  No.: 
Date: 


Fort  Devens  BRAC  EE 
4.0 
2 

September  1995 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63P  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63P  from  furtha:  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


/7  Ocr%^ 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE 

Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 

]  Concur 

[^J^N&n^-COncur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


D.  LYNNE  WEL^  ^ 

Section  Chief,  F^eral  Facilities  -  CERO 
^I^Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  fOT  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


L 


AithirD  Little 


p67065TEPSjuoe6afnI_rpLfinaltpL63.08«V^  4-14 


Final  Report: 
Section  No.: 
Revision  No.: 
Date: 


Fort  Devens  BRAC  EE 

4.0 

2 

September  1995 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63R  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63R  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

JAMES  P.  BYRNE  Etate 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 
j^ConcuF 

[  jl^on^ncur  please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


AithirD  Little 


p6706STEPS.afee63.fnI„iptfinaItpL63,08A30«^ 
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Rnal  Report: 
Section  No.: 
Revision  No.: 
Date: 


Fort  Devens  BRAC  EE 
4.0 
2 

September  1995 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63S  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63S  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concmxence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


r?  Oer 


Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


[  ]  Non-concur  please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


/^//r/f£. 

Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


^p^Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  Opicase  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


AithirD  Little 


p6706STEPSjaiM63.Wjpt*ialtpte3i»/3<V9S 
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Final  Report: 
Section  No.: 
Revision  No.: 
Date: 


Fort  Devens  BRAC  EE 
4.0 
2 

Sq)tember  1995 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63T  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environmenL 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63T  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADE? 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


D 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 


Date 


[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  wnting) 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  wnting) 


ArthirD  Little 


p67065TEPScareo6afnl_*painalfpt63i)8«^ 
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Hnal  Rqport: 
Section  No.: 
Revision  No.: 
Date: 


Fort  Devens  BRAC  EE 
4.0 
2 

September  1995 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63U  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63U  &om  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


n  Oc-r^ 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


[  ]  Non-concur  Q>lcase  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


Date 


Concur 

[  ]  Non-COncur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


ArthirD  Little 


pe7D65TEPSjuoe63.fnl_rpLfinalipt63.<»3(V95 
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Final  Rqport: 
Section  No.: 
Revision  No.: 
Date: 


Fort  Devens  BRAC  EE 

4.0 

2 

September  1995 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63V  has  residual 
Mivironmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environmenL 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63V  fiem  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


/7 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


Fort  Devens  Remedial  Projea  Manager 


[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 

/o/nh^ 

Date 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  •  CERO 
J^Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-conciirrcncc  in  writing) 


AithirD  Little 


p67065TEPS.arao63.fnl.jptinalfpt63J)ey30r9S 
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Final  Rqport: 
Section  No.: 
Revision  No.: 
Date: 


Fort  Devens  BRAC  EE 
4.0 
2 

September  1995 


On  the  basis  of  document  re\iew,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63W  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63W  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USBPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  R  BYRNE 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 


Date 


[  ]  Non-concur  please  provide  reasons  for  non-concunence  in  writing) 

MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


D.  LYNNE  WEl^ 

Section  Chief,  Fedcrairacilities  -  CERO 

Concur 

\  ]  Non-concur  please  jwovide  leasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


ArthirDLittie 


p67O65TEPS.aiBo6afnl_.fpLfmaln?t63.O0«)«5 


4-20 


Final  Report; 
Section  No.: 
Revision  No.: 
Date: 


Fort  Devens  BRAC  EE 
4.0 
2 

September  1995 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63X  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63X  fiom  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE 

Fbit  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 

/^i^ICencur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


Concur 

Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


ilithirD  Little 


p6706STEPaaroo6afhI_ipLfinahpL63i»/30/95 
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Final  Rqport: 
Section  No.: 
Revision  No.: 
Date: 


Fort  Devens  BRAC  EE 
4.0 
2 

September  1995 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63Y  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  healdi  or  the  environmenL 

The  dedsion  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63Y  ficom  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  die  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


/7gter-ys^ 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE 

Fort  Devens  Ranedial  Project  Manager 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


j;^Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


HithirD  Little 


p6706STEPaafBe63.fnl_fptlinairpt63.08«<V95  4-22 


Final  Rqiort: 
Section  No.: 
Revision  No.: 
Date: 


Fort  Devens  BRAC  EE 
4.0 
2 

September  1995 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63Z  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  healtii  or  the  environmenL 

The  decision  ha<;  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63Z  from  furthCT  consideration  in  the 
InstaUation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  conctuxence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


/7 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 

Date 


^  Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


HithirD  Little 


p67065TEPSAree63.fnl_rpLfinaJtpt63i3ey3Q/95 
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Final  Rq)ort: 
Section  No.: 
Revision  No.: 
I>ate: 


Fort  Devens  BRAC  HE 
4.0 
2 

Septemba:  1995 


On  tiie  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63AA  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  envitontnent. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63AA  from  further  consideration  in 
the  Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


n 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


[  ]  Nbn-COncur  please  provide  reasons  for  non-concunence  in  writing) 


,^ry/7:S- 

Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


Concur 

^  [  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


ArthirD  Little 


p67O6STEPS-are063.fnl_iptfinalipL63.O8/3O/95 
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Final  Rqport: 
Section  No.: 
Revision  No.: 
Date: 


Fort  Devens  BRAC  EE 

4.0 

2 

September  1995 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63AB  has  residual 
CTivironmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environmenL 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63AB  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


^  Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  ^please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


AithirD  Little 
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Date:  September  1995 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  \wth  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63AC  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63AC  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


/  AJoo 


D.  LYNNE  WELSH 

Section  Chief,  Fedaal  Fadlities  -  CERO 

Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


ArthirD  Little 
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Final  Rqpoit: 
Section  No.: 
Revision  No.: 
Date: 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63AD  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63AD  from  further  consideration  in 
the  Installation  Restoration  Program  (ERP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


/7  CPer 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


pi  Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


iIrthirD  Little 
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Final  Rq>ort: 
Section  No.: 
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Fort  Devens  BRAC  EE 
4.0 
2 

September  1995 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63AE  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63AE  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

/^/f7/0 

Date 

[  ]  Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concunence  in  writing) 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
persoimel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63AF  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63AF  ftom  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADH^ 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE  X 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 


[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 

_  /olnh^. 

D.  LYNNE  WELSP  ^ 

Section  Chief,  F^eral  Facilities  -  CERO 

Concur 

[  ]  Non-*COncur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concuirencc  in  writing) 


AithirD  Little 
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Final  Rqwrt: 
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Date: 


Fort  Devens  BRAC  EE 
4.0 
2 

September  1995 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
pf*.]pgf>nnftl  j  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63AG  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63AG  from  further  consideration  in 
the  Installation  Restoration  Progijm  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADE? 
signatures  constitute  concurrmce  in  accordance  with  ±e  same. 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


Date 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-ccHicutrcnce  in  wnting) 


JAMES  P.  BYKNe/ 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 

Date 


Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  please  provide  leascms  for  non-concuncnce  in  writing) 


Aithir  D  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63AH  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63AH  from  further  consideration  m 
the  Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE 

Fbit  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-crmcnrrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 

/ofnj9^ 

Date 

^Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


AithirD  Little 
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On  tiie  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63AI  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63AI  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P. 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 


Date 


[  ]  Non-concur  please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 

MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 

iolnk< 


Date 


pj  Concur 

^  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


ArthirD  Little 
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Section  No.:  4,0 

Revision  No.:  2 
Date:  September  1995 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63AJ  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63AJ  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


D.  LYNNE  WELSEf 

Section  Qiief,  F^eial  Facilities  -  CERO 


Concur 

Non-concuir  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 
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September  1995 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63AK  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63AK  from  further  consideration  in 
the  Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P. 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 
/)§<tConpur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-conconence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


Concur 

Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


AithirD  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63AL  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63  AL  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


n 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

Date 

^/^E^^Concur 

[  J^Non-COncur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 

MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 


D.  LYNNE  WELSl 

Section  Chief,  Fedoal  feilities  -  CERO 


raciliti 


Concur 

Non-COncur  please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Aithir  D  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and 

personnel  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63AM  ^  residual 
^^^;ntal  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

me  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63AM  from 

the  Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 

signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE  n 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  PrQ  ect  Manager 


^^^(£|2^ncur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons 


for  non-ctmcmrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


^^Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


AithirD  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  ARHE  63AN  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environmenL 

The  decision  h^*^  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63AN  from  further  consideration  in 
the  Installation  Restoration  Progr^  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


ul'Ify- 


Date 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 

J0!30oncur 

]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concuiience  in  writing) 

MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  wnting) 


Date 


ArthirD  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63AO  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63 AO  from  further  consideration  in 
the  Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


D.  LYNNE 

Section  Chief,  Fedacal  Facilifies  -  CERO 


Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


HithirDLHtle 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63AP  Im  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63AP  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


Rjrt  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 

441Cosp®>r 

[  ]  Non-cbncur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 

MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  - 

Date 

Concur 

]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


AithirD  Little 


p67D65TEPSAr&©63inI_ipLSnalipt63J»30«5 
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D.  LYNNE  WEL§H 

Section  .Chief,  Federal  Facilities  •  CERO 

^Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concunence  in  writing) 


llithirD  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63AR  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63AR  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


D.  LYNNE  WELSp 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 


Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


r  1 

L  2 


Arthir  D  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  ARHE  63AS  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment 

The  decision  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63AS  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


/7  0<rr  ^ 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P. 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 


[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  wnting) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reastms  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


Aithir  D  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63AT  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63AT  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE. 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 

[  ]  Non-concur  0;>lease  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


[  ]  Non-concur  please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


/o/nl9< 

Date 


AithirD  Little 
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On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63AU  has  residual 
environment^^  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63AU  from  further  consideration  in 
the  Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


- - - 

JAMES  P.  BYRNEX 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 

^MConcur 

^^"NOT-COIlCUr  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  wnting) 


ph/f^ 

Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 

D.  LYNNE  WEL^ 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 

Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


AithirD  Little 
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On  tbe  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63AV  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63AV  from  further  consideration  in 
the  Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


O  Ocr 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


^  Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


AithirD  Little 
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Final  R^>oit: 
Section  No.: 
Revision  No.: 
Date: 


Fort  Devens  BRAC  EE 

4.0 

2 

September  1995 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63AW  has  residual 
environmental  contaminadon  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  envnonment. 

The  dedsion  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63AW  from  further  consideration  in 
the  Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE^  Date 


Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 
^HriiMicur 

[  ]  Non-concur  please  provide  leasons  for  noihcoiicatience  in  writing) 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


^  Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


AithirD  Little 
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Finsl  Report: 
Section  No.: 
Revision  No.: 
Date: 


Fort  Devens  BRAC  EE 
4.0 
2 

September  1995 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
persoimel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63AY  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63AY  from  further  consideration  in 
the  Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


O 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  B"! 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 

3f^^ioacur 

[  ]  NonK^oncur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


/,C^//7/£^ 

Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 

jo  jnhc 


^Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


AithirD  Little 
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Final  Report: 
Section  No.: 
Revision  No.: 
Date: 


Fort  Devens  BRAC  EE 
4.0 
2 

September  1995 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63AZ  has  residual 
environmental  contaminzttion  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63 AZ  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


n  OciT^S— 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  B" 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 

Ad^oncur 

[  ]  Non-concur  please  provide  reasons  for  non-concunence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


Concur 
I  ]  Non-concur 


(please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


AithirD  Little 
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Final  Report: 
Section  No.: 
Revision  No.: 
Date: 


Fort  Devens  BRAC  EE 

4.0 

2 

September  1995 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections  and  interview  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63BA  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  pose  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63BA  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


iy/r7/f:5 


Date 


^f^^^ncur 

[  j  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


^HikConcur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


ArthirD  Little 
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SECTION  22 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army  personnel, 
there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63BB  has  residual  environmental 
contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63BB  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP  signatures 
constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTTON  AGENCY 


[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


D.  LYNNE  WELSH  Date 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Fadhties  -  CERO 

^Concur 

[  1  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


22-2 


SECTION  7 


7.0  DECISION 


With  the  removal  of  contaminated  soil  from  Building  1435  Former  UST  Site  and  a 
determination  of  no  residual  risk,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that 
residual  hazardous  waste  contamination  due  to  past  activities  at  the  site  has  caused 
significant  environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the 
environment.  The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63BC  fi'om  further 
consideration  in  the  IRP  process.  In  accordance  with  CERCLA  120  (h)  (3),  all 
remedial  actions  necessary  have  taken  place,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute,  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


BRAC  Eavironmental  Coordinator 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


D.  LYNNE  WELSH  Date 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 


^Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 

ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc. 


AR63BCNF.nN 
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SECTION  22 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army  personnel, 
there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63BF  has  residual  environmental 
contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63BF  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP  signatures 
constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


BRAC  Enviromnental  Coordinator 


‘</CT7hi9C 

Date 


VJS.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


D.  LYNNE  WELSH  Date 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 
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SECTION  22 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army  personnel, 
there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63BG  has  residual  environmental 
contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63BG  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP  signatures 
constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


- 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 


[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


D.  LYNNE  WELSH  Date 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 


^Concur 

( ]  Non-concur  (Please  proride  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 
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SECTION  22 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army  personnel, 
there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63BH  has  residual  environmental 
contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63BH  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP  signatures 
constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


Date 


[  ]  Noa-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 

_ _ 4^ 

Date 

Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


A 


D.  LYNNE  WELSH 

Section  Chiefs  Federal  Fadlides  -  CERO 
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SECTION  22 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army  personnel, 
there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63BI  has  residual  environmental 
contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63BI  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP  signatures 
constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


Date 


[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 

_ ( j  yyW- 

D.  LYNNE  WELSH  Date 

Section  Chiel^  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 

'^Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  Lu  writing) 
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SECTION  22 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army  personnel, 
there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63BJ  has  residual  environmental 
contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63BJ  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP  signatures 
constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


SECTION  22 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army  personnel, 
there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63BK  has  residual  environmental 
contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63BK  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP  signatures 
constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


Date 

Fort  D^ens  Remedial  Project  Manager 
■^nc 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 

MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


Ul^ 


D.  LYNNE  WELSH 

Section  Chie^  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 


//y/?6 


Date 


^Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 
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SECTION  22 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army  personnel, 
there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63BL  has  residual  environmental 
contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63BL  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP  signatures 
constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


Date 


JU.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE 
Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 


Date 


[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 

MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROIECIION 


D.  LYNNE  WELSH 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 


Date 


^Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 
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SECTION  22 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army  personnel, 
there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63BM  has  residual  environmental 
contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63BM  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP  signatures 
constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


Date 

U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


( 1  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 

D.  LYNNE  WELSH  Date 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 


Concur 


[  1  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


22-11 


SECTION  22 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army  personnel, 
there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63BN  has  residual  environmental 
contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63BN  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP  signatures 
constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


jl^MES  C.  CHAMBERS 
BRAC  Environmental  Coordinator 


Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 


[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 

D.  LYNNE  WELSH  Date 

Section  Chiei^  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 

Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


/Im. 


22-12 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army  personnel, 
there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63BO  has  residual  environmental 
contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63BO  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP  signatures 
constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


Date 


[  ]  Noa-concur  (Please  prowde  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 

D.  LYNNE  WELSH  Date 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 

j^Concur 


[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


SECTION  22 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army  personnel, 
there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  63BP  has  residual  environment^ 
contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  63BP  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (DRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP  signatures 
constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


SECTION  7 


7.0  DECISION 

With  the  removal  of  contaminated  soil  from  beneath  the  transformer  pole  and  a 
determination  of  no  significant  residual  risk,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to 
conclude  that  residual  hazardous  waste  contamination  due  to  the  historical  PCB  oil 
spill  has  caused  significant  environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human 
health  or  the  environment.  The  leaking  transformer  was  taken  out  of  commission  in 
May  1992.  The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  66C  firom  further 
consideration  in  the  IRP  process.  In  accordance  with  CERCLA  120  (h)  (3),  all 
remedial  actions  necessary  have  taken  place,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  con^tute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 

-7i>ec?s- 

C.  CHAMBERS  Date 

"BRAC  Environmental  Coordinator 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


ianh 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE 

Fort  Devens  Reme^Q  Project  Manager 


Concur 


[  ]  Non-concor  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


l-juv. 


D.  LYNNE  WELSH 

Section  Chie^  Federal  Fadlities  -  CERO 


^Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc. 


AR66CNFAX)OC 


7-1 


7147-00 


5.0  No  Further  Action  Decisions 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  66D  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  66D  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


/  Na\j  <=tr~ 


pc  Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


AithirD  Little 


p67t>6564TEPS.areo66.WrpL66(nlfpttxL1<W23/95 


5.0  No  Further  Action  Decisions 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  and  interviews  with  Army 
personnel,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  66E  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment. 


The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  66E  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
(MADEP)  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


DECISION 


DEaSION 

With  the  removal  of  contaminated  soil  fixim  the  transformer  q)ill  area  and  a  determination 
of  no  significant  residual  risk,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  residual 
hazardous  waste  contamination  due  to  the  historical  PCB  oil  q)ill  has  caused  significant 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environmenL  The 
leaking  transformer  was  taken  out  of  commission  in  August  1991 .  The  decision  has  been 
made  to  remove  AREE  66F  fi-om  further  consideration  in  the  IRP  process.  In  accordance 
with  CERCLA  120  (h)  (3),  all  remedial  actions  necessary  have  taken  place,  and  the  USEPA 
and  MADEP  signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


C.  CHAMBERS 

BRAC  Environmental  Coordinator 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE  ^ 

Fort  Devens  Rcmcdia^^ojcct  Manager 


[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 

MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


D.  LYNNE  WELSH  1 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities -CERO 

^Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


1 


4^O^L^U>0JO>(>>O0O^U>O0tOtOK>ts)|S>tOts> 

ovooo'«^aNLn4^0Jto»-kovooo'-^ONtrt45wu> 


SECTION  7 


7.0  DECISION 


With  the  removal  of  contaminated  soil  from  Building  3606  Ramp  3651  and  a 
determination  of  no  residual  risk,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that 
residual  hazardous  waste  contamination  due  to  the  historical  waste  oil  spill  has 
caused  significant  environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health 
or  the  environment  The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  69A  from 
further  consideration  in  the  IRP  process.  In  accordance  with  CERCLA  120  (h)  (3), 
all  remedial  actions  necessary  have  taken  place,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


ac  Mg7-( 


/JAMES  C.  CHAMBERS 
BRAC  Environmental  Coordinator 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROIECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNR^^ 

Fort  Devens  Remddiafrroject  Manager 


Date 


{^Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 
s  MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


ABB  Environmental  Services,  Inc. 


AR69ANFA.DOC 


7147-00 


6.0  Decision 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  interviews  with  Army  personnel, 
and  sampling,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  69H  has 
residual  environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the 
environment 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  69H  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


n 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE/ 

Fort  Dcvcns  Remedial  ^jeet  Manager 


cur 


[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concunence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 

ioln(n< 

Date 

PJC^Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


AithirD  Little 


67O6S65TEPj»o®_69Jhl_ipLSn«lipt.M-O0OQ/95 
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6.0  Decision 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  interviews  with  Army  personnel, 
and  sampling,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  691  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment 


The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  691  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


n  Ocr-^S~ 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 


I'N^Concur 

[  jN6n-COncur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


^  Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


AithirD  Little 


6706565TEP.aree_e9.fnl_rpLfiitalcpLtxL0eaCV95 
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6.0  Decision 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  interviews  with  Army  personnel, 
and  sampling,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  69J  has  residual 
environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the  environment 

TTie  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  69J  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  B" 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 

^/Wcopcur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


Date 


H<1i;oncur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


AithirD  Little 


6706565TEP.«fBe_68.W.ipt.finalcpLtxt08A3(V95 
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6.0  Decision 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  interviews  with  Array  personnel, 
and  sampling,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  69L  has 
residual  environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the 
environment. 


The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  69L  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


( 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE  ^ 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 


Concur 

rT'Non-COncur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concunence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


D.  LYNNE  WELS][ 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 


Concur 

Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


ilithirD  Little 


6706S65TEPju®e.69.<nLipLSnalrptt>cL0eA3<V95 
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6.0  Decision 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  interviews  with  Army  personnel, 
and  sampling,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  69N  has 
residual  environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the 
environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  69N  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


n 

Dale 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


[  ]  Non-concur  please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


[’]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


AithirD  Little 


670656STEP.arBe_€9.!nL*ptfina‘fPttxL06y3(V9S 
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6.0  Decision 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  interviews  with  Army  personnel, 
and  sampling,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  69P  has 
residual  environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the 
environment. 


The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  69P  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


nOcr  fs^ 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


Date 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Proj^  Manager 
>^ncur 

[  ]  NbSggpncur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


HithirD  Little 


6706S6STEP.a/Be_€9.fnl.fpLfinalipLtxL(»3(V9S 
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6.0  Decision 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  interviews  with  Army  personnel, 
and  sampling,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  69Q  has 
residual  environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the 
environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  69Q  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


/n  9T 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


A. 


JAMES  P.  B' 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


Cl. 


D.  LYNNE  WELSI 
S^tion  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 


JM[  Conciu: 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


AithirDLHtie 


6706565TEP.a»o_e9.lhLfptfinalrptt)cL08/30«5 
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6.0  Decision 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  interviews  with  Army  personnel, 
and  sampling,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  69T  has 
residual  environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the 
environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  69T  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


0/7/i^f 

Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


ArthirD  Little 


6706565TEP.AiBe_e9.fnUfpt«nalfpttxL08/3(y95 
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6.0  Decision 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  interviews  with  Army  personnel, 
and  sampling,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  69U  has 
residual  environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the 
environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  69U  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


^^•fij^onrar 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


D.  LYNNE  WELSI 

Section  Chief,  Federal  facilities  -  CERO 


Date 


^E?5^Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


AithirD  Little 


6706S65TEP.aree.e9.tnLfptfinalfpUxL08«V9S 
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6.0  Decision 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  interviews  with  Army  personnel, 
and  sampling,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  69  V  has 
residual  environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the 
environment 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  69V  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Prcyect  Manager 


Date 


[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 

Date 

Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


AithirD  Little 


6706S65THP.afBe.e9.*nLipt8oairpLt)CL08«V9S 
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6.0  Decision 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  interviews  with  Army  personnel, 
and  sampling,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  ARRR  69Y  has 
residual  environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the 
enviroiunent. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  69 Y  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


/7  ogt 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


[  ]  Non-concur  (ple^  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 

/ojnh< 


Date 


Concur 

Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Aithir  D  Little 


6706S65TEP.aroe_€9.frU_ipLlinakpLtxt080005 
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6.0  Decision 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  interviews  with  Army  personnel, 
and  sampling,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  69AA  has 
residual  environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the 
environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  69AA  from  further  consideration  in 
the  Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concunence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


nOor^ 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


Concur 

Non-concur  (please  provide 


reasons  for  non-concurrence 


in  writing) 


AithirD  Little 


6706S65TEP.areo_69.fnLiptfinaIipLtxL08/3(V95 
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6.0  Decision 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  interviews  with  Army  personnel, 
and  sampling,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  69 AB  has 
residual  environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the 
environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  69 AB  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


<rsz(p. 


JAMES  R  BYRNE^ 

Fort  Dcvens  Remedial  Project  Manager 


Date 


m 


[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concnrrence  in  writing) 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


p(Concur 

f  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concunence  in  writing) 


AithirD  Little 
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6.0  Decision 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  interviews  with  Army  personnel, 
and  sampling,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  69 AC  has 
residual  environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the 
environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  69AC  froni  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

Date 


{^Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


JAMES  P.  BYRN^ 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Prot&t  Manager 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


i 


WB&I 


D.  LYNNE 
Section  Chief,  Federal  facilities  -  CERO 


Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


Aithir  D  Little 


6706S65TEP.ai»e_.69.fnLfptfinaln>Ltot08«V95 
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6.0  Decision 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  interviews  with  Army  personnel, 
and  sampling,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  69  AG  has 
residual  environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the 
environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  69 AG  from  further  consideration  in 
the  Installation  Restoration  Program  QRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


n  Ocr9f' 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


X  - - 

JAMES  P.  BYRNE  U 

Fort  Dcvens  Remedial  Project  Manager 

N;^-jiQncur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 

/ojnh<^ 


Date 


Concur 

i  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


AithirD  Little 


6706S6STEP.aiBe_e9.ihLiptftnatopLtxL0a30O5 


6.0  Decision 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  interviews  with  Army  personnel, 
and  sampling,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  69AH  has 
residual  environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the 
environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  69 AH  from  further  consideration  in 
the  Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE  // 

Fort  DevcBS  Remedial  Project  Manager 


9>^4-Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 

/O-  "Am  fA<A^ 

D.  LYNNE  WEl^  Date 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 

Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


ArthirDUttle 
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6.0  Decision 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  interviews  with  Army  personnel, 
and  sampling,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  69 AJ  has 
residual  environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the 
environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  69AJ  from  further  consideration  in  the 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


n  Oct 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concmtence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


D.  LYNNE  Wl^H 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 

^  Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


AithirD  Little 
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6.0  Decision 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  interviews  with  Army  personnel, 
and  sampling,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  69 AK  has 
residual  environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the 
environment. 


The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  69AK  from  further  consideration  in 
the  Installation  Restoration  Progr^  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADE? 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE 
Fort  Devcns  Remedial  Proj^  Manager 


fcH^heur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


D.  LYNNE 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 
^Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


AithirD  Little 


€706S6STEP.af»ej69.fnl_fpLlinalfpttxL0e/30/S5 
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SECTION  7 


7.0  DECISION 


With  the  removal  of  contaminated  soil  from  the  Diesel  Fuel  Spill  Site  and  a 
determination  of  no  residual  risk,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that 
residual  hazardous  waste  contamination  due  to  the  historical  fiiel  spill  has  caused 
significant  environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the 
environment  The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  69 AL  from  further 
consideration  in  the  IRP  process.  In  accordance  with  CERCLA  120  (h)  (3),  all 
remedial  actions  necessary  have  taken  place,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


JAMES  C.  CHAMBERS 
BRAC  Environmental  Coordinator 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECnON  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE  /y 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 


.j^^jGoficur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 

MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


D.  LYNNE^LSH  Date 

Section  Chie^  Federal  Fadlitieis  -  CERO 

^j^Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (Please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


6.0  Decision 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  interviews  with  Army  prasonnel, 
and  sampling,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  69  AN  has 
residual  environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the 
environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  69 AN  from  further  consideration  in 
the  Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


per 


Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manner 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concuncncc  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


D.  LYNNE 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  «  CERO 
^  Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


AithirD  Little 
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6.0  Decision 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  interviews  with  Army  personnel, 
and  sampling,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  69 AO  has 
residual  environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the 
environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  69 AO  from  further  consideration  in 
the  Installation  Restoration  Program  (DRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constimte  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


n  0(>r^ 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JAMES  P.  BYRNE 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Project  Manager 
[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 

iolnh< 

Date 

Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  (please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


ArthirD  Little 
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6.0  Decision 


On  the  basis  of  document  review,  site  inspections,  interviews  with  Army  pCTSonnel, 
and  sampling,  there  is  no  evidence  or  reason  to  conclude  that  AREE  69  AQ  has 
residual  environmental  contamination  or  poses  a  threat  to  human  health  or  the 
environment. 

The  decision  has  been  made  to  remove  AREE  69 AQ  from  further  consideration  in 
the  Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  process,  and  the  USEPA  and  MADEP 
signatures  constitute  concurrence  in  accordance  with  the  same. 


n 

Date 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


— _ _ _ 

JAMES  P.  BYRI^ 

Fort  Devens  Remedial  Projea  Manager 

reasons  for  non-concmrcnce  in  writing) 


[  ]  Non-concur  please  provide 


Date 


MASSACHUSETTS  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 


/dJ-  /jdMM— 

D.  LYNNE  WELSS 

Section  Chief,  Federal  Facilities  -  CERO 


'I^Concur 

[  ]  Non-concur  please  provide  reasons  for  non-concurrence  in  writing) 


Arthir  D  Little 
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APPENDIX  C 


DECLARATIONS  OF  RECORDS  OF  DECISION  (ROD) 

AND  SIGNATURE  PAGES 


Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts  -  September  1996 


DECLARATION  FOR  THE  RECORD  OF  DECISION 
Shepley’s  Hill  Landfill  Operable  Unit 
Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts 


DECLARATION  FOR  THE  RECORD  OF  DECISION 

SITE  NAME  AND  LOCATION 

Shepley’s  Hill  Landfill  Operable  Unit 
Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts 


STATEMENT  OF  PURPOSE  AND  BASIS 

This  decision  document  presents  the  U.S.  Army’s  selected  remedial  action  for  the 
Shepley’s  Hill  Landfill  Operable  Unit,  Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts.  It  was  developed  in  . 
accordance  with  the  Comprehensive  Environmental  Response,  Compensation,  ^d 
Liability  Act  of  1980  (CERCLA)  as  amended,  42  USC  §§  9601  et  seq.  and  the  National 
Oil  and  Hazardous  Substances  Pollution  Contingency  Plan  (NCP)  as  amended,  40  CFR 
Part  300,  to  the  extent  practicable.  The  Fort  Devens  Base  Realignment  and  Closure 
(BRAC)  Environmental  Coordinator;  the  Installation  Commander;  the  U.S.  Army 
Deputy  Chief  of  Staff  for  Personnel  and  Installation  Management;  and  the  Director  of 
the  Waste  Management  Division,  U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency  New  England 
have  been  delegated  the  authority  to  approve  this  Record  of  Decision. 

This  decision  is  based  on  the  Administrative  Record  that  has  been  developed  in 
accordance  with  Section  113(k)  of  CERCLA.  The  Administrative  Record  is  available  for 
public  review  at  the  Fort  Devens  BRAC  Environmental  Office,  Building  P12,  Fort 
Devens,  Massachusetts,  and  at  the  Ayer  Town  Hall,  Main  Street,  Ayer,  Massachusetts. 

The  Administrative  Record  Index  (Appendix  D  of  this  Record  of  Decision)  identifies 
each  of  the  items  considered  during  selection  of  the  remedial  action. 


ASSESSMENT  OF  THE  SITE 

Actual  or  potential  releases  of  hazardous  substances  from  the  Shepley’s  Hill  Landfill 
Operable  Unit,  if  not  addressed  by  implementing  the  response  action  selected  in  this 
Record  of  Decision,  may  present  an  imminent  and  substantial  endangerment  to  the 
public  health,  welfare,  or  the  environment. 


W0099518.080 
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DECLARATION  FOR  THE  RECORD  OF  DECISION 

Shepley’s  Hill  Landfill  Operable  Unit 

Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts  _ 


DESCRIPTION  OF  THE  SELECTED  REMEDY 

This  remedial  action  is  a  source  control  action  that  addresses  long-term  residential 
exposure  to  contaminated  groundwater,  the  principal  known  threat  at  the  Shepley’s  Hill 
Landfill  Operable  Unit.  It  consists  of  completing  closure  of  Shepley’s  Hill  Landfill  in 
accordance  with  applicable  Massachusetts  requirements  at  310  CMR  19.000,  and 
monitoring  and  evaluating  the  effectiveness  of  the  landfill  cover  system  completed  in  . 
1993  at  controlling  groundwater  contamination  and  site  risk.  The  remedy  controls  the 
release  of  contaminants  fi'om  wastes  buried  in  Shepley’s  Hill  Landfill  and  reduces  the 
potential  risk  of  future  residential  exposure  to  contaminated  groundwater.  The  major 
components  of  the  selected  remedy  include: 


landfill  closure  in  accordance  with  applicable  requirements  of  310  CMR 
19.000; 

survey  of  Shepley’s  Hill  Landfill; 

evaluation/improvement  of  stormwater  diversion  and  drainage; 

landfill  cover  maintenance; 

landfill  gas  collection  system  maintenance; 

long-term  groundwater  inonitoring; 

long-term  landfill  gas  monitoring; 

institutional  controls; 

educational  programs; 

60  percent  design  of  a  groundwater  extraction  system; 
annual  reporting  to  the  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental 
Protection  and  the  U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency;  and 
five-year  site  reviews. 


The  selected  remedy  includes  a  contingency  remedy  if  the  selected  remedy  proves 
ineffective  at  controlling  site  risk.  The  contingency  remedy  is  groundwater  extraction 
and  discharge  to  the  Town  of  Ayer  publicly  owned  treatment  works. 


STATE  CONCURRENCE 

The  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  has  concurred  with  the  selected  remedy. 
Appendix  E  of  this  Record  of  Decision  contains  a  copy  of  the  declaration  of 
concurrence. 
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VI 


DECLARATION  FOR  THE  RECORD  OF  DECISION 
Shepley’s  Hill  Landfill  Operable  Unit 
Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts 


DECLARATION 

The  selected  remedy  is  consistent  with  CERCLA,  and  to  the  extent  practicable,  the  NCP, 
is  protective  of  human  health  and  the  environment,  complies  with  federal  and 
Commonwealth  requirements  that  are  legally  applicable  or  relevant  and  appropriate  to 
the  remedial  action,  and  is  cost  effective.  The  remedy  utilizes  permanent  solutions  and 
alternative  treatment  technologies,  to  the  maximum  extent  practicable  for  the  Shepley’s 
Hill  Landfill  Operable  Unit.  However,  because  treatment  of  the  principal  source  of 
contamination  was  found  not  to  be  practicable,  this  remedy  does  not  satisfy  the  statutory 
preference  for  treatment  as  a  principal  element. 

The  contingency  remedy,  if  implemented,  would  also  be  consistent  with  CERCLA,  arid  to 
the  extent  practicable,  the  NCP,  be  protective  of  human  health  and  the  environment, 
comply  with  federal  and  Commonwealth  requirements  that  are  legally  applicable  or 
relevant  and  appropriate  to  the  remedial  action,  and  be  cost  effective.  The  remedy 
utilizes  permanent  solutions  and  alternative  treatment  technologies,  to  the  maximmn 
extent  practicable  for  the  Shepley’s  Hill  Landfill  Operable  Unit.  The  contingency 
remedy,  if  implemented,  would  satisfy  the  statutory  preference  for  treatment  as  a 
principal  element. 

Because  this  remedy  will  result  in  hazardous  substances  remaiiung  on  site  above  health- 
based  levels,  a  review  will  be  conducted  within  five  years  after  commencement  of 
remedial  action  to  ensure  that  the  remedy  continues  to  provide  adequate  protection  of 
human  health  and  the  enviromnent. 
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•  DECLARATION  FOR  THE  RECORD  OF  DECISION 
Shepley’s  Hill  Landfill  Operable  Unit 

Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts _ _ _ _ _ 

The  foregoing  represents  the  selection  of  a  remedial  action  by  the  U.S.  Department  of 
the  Army  and  the  U.  S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  with  the  concurrence  of  the 
Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental  Protection. 

Concur  and  recommend  for  immediate  implementation: 


U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OE^E  ARMY 


es  C.  Chambers 
fLiX  Devens  BRAC  Environmental  Coordinator 


- 
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IX 


DECLARATION  FOR  THE  RECORD  OF  DECISION 
Shepley’s  Hill  Landfill  Operable  Unit 
Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts  . . 

The  foregoing  represents  the  selection  of  a  remedial  action  by  the  U.S.  Department  of 
the  Army  and  the  U.  S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  with  the  concurrence  of  the 
Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental  Protection. 

Concur  and  recommend  for  immediate  implementation: 


Colonel  Edw^dlC.  Nutt 
Installation  Commander,  Fort  Dozens 


/ 


2. 


Date 


/ 
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DECLARATION  FOR  THE  RECORD  OF  DECISION 
SheplQ^’s  Hill  Landfill  Operable  Unit 

Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts _ _ _ 

The  foregoing  represents  the  selection  of  a  remedial  action  by  the  U.S.  Department  of 
the  Army  and  the  U.  S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  with  the  concurrence  of  the 
Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental  Protection. 

Concur  and  recommend  for  immediate  implementation: 


U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ARMY 

ARTHUR  T.  DEAN  Date 

Major  General,  USA 
Deputy  Chief  of  Staff  for 
Personnel  and  Installation 
Management 
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DECLARATION  FOR  THE  RECORD  OF  DECISION 
Shepley’s  Hill  Landfill  Operable  Unit 
Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts 

The  foregoing  represents  the  selection  of  a  remedial  action  by  the  U.S.  Department  of 
the  Army  and  the  U.  S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  with  the  concurrence  of  the 
Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental  Protection. 

Concur  and  recommend  for  immediate  implementation: 


US.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


/T)-  /flUi 

aaRMurbly  J 


!nda  M.  Murphy 

Director,  Waste  Managem^t  Division 
U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  New  England 


/99S' 
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DECLARATION  FOR  TEE  RECORD  OF  DECISION 


SOUTH  POST  IMPACT  AREA  AND 
AREA  OF  CONTAMINATION  41  GROUNDWATER  AND 
AREAS  OF  CONTAMINATION  25, 26,  AND  27 
FORT  DEVENS,  MASSACHUSETTS 


STATEMENT  OF  PURPOSE 

In  December  1989,  Fort  Devens  was  listed  as  a  National  Priorities  List  (NPL)  site  under  the 
Comprehensive  Environmental  Response,  Compensation,  and  Liability  Act  (CERCLA).  The  Fort 
is  located  in  Middlesex  and  Worcester  counties  and  is  within  the  towns  of  Ayer,  Harvard, 
Lancaster,  and  Shirley,  Massachusetts.  Seventy-three  study  areas  (SAs)  and  areas  of 
contamination  (AOCs)  at  Fort  Devens  have  been  investigated  under  CERCLA 

This  Record  of  Decision  (ROD)  addresses  AOCs  25  (Explosive  Ordnance  Disposal  (EOD) 
Rmge),  26  (Zulu  Ranges),  and  27  (Hotel  Range)  and  AOC  41  groundwater  and  a  subset  of  the 
groundwater  within  the  South  Post  Impact  Area  (SPIA).  This  subset  is  located  north  and  west  of 
the  groundwater  divide  and  covers  approximately  964  acres.  This  area  is  referred  to  in  this 
document  as  the  “SPIA  monitored-area”  and  is  shown  in  Figure  1  of  Appendbc  A.  The  SPIA  is 
approximately  1,500-acre  and  is  located  within  the  4,800-acre  South  Post  section  of  Fort  Devens. 
Tlds  Record  of  Decision  presents  the  selected  remedial  action  for  the  site,  chosen  in  accord^ce 
with  CERCLA  as  amended  by  the  Superfund  Amendments  and  Reauthorization  Act  (SARA), 
and,  to  the  extent  practicable,  the  National  Contingency  Plan  (NCP).  This  ROD  does  not  affect 
assessment  or  remedial  activities  on  areas  not  specifically  mentioned  herein. 

AOC  41  groundwater  has  been  added  to  this  ROD  since  the  public  meeting  based  on  the  results 
of  the  Rnal  Remedial  Investigation  (RI)  completed  for  AOC  41  (February  1996).  The  RI 
indicates  that  proposed  actions  are  the  same  for  the  SPIA  monitored-area  and  AOC  41 
groundwater,  AOC  41  is  adjacent  to  the  SPIA  monitored-area,  and  AOC  41  is  small  in  area  (6 
acres).  Adding  AOC  41  to  this  ROD  would  only  increase  the  total  land  area  covered  in  this  ROD 
by  0.6  percent.  Therefore,  the  U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agenc7-(USEPA)  New  England 
(Region  I)  recommended  including  AOC  41  groundwater  in  this  ROD. 

The  Fort  Devens  Base  Realignment  and  Closure  (BRAC)  Environmental  Coordinator,  the 
Commander  Devens  Reserve  Forces  Training  Area  (RFTA),  and  the  USEPA-New  England 
Administrator  have  been  delegated  the  authority  to  approve  this  ROD. 

The  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  has  concurred  with  the  selected  remedy.  A  copy  of  the 
declaration  of  concurrence  is  included  as  Appendix  B  of  this  ROD. 
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June  18, 1996 


STATEMENT  OF  BASIS 


This  decision  is  based  on  the  Administrative  Record  for  the  site  that  was  developed  in  accordance 
with  Section  1 13(k;)  of  CERCLA.  The  Administrative  Record  is  available  for  public  review  at  the 
Fort  Devens  BRAC  Environmental  Office,  Building  PI 2,  Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts,  and  the 
Ayer  Town  Hall,  Main  Street,  Ayer,  Massachusetts.  The  Administrative  Record  Index  (Appendix 
C  of  the  ROD)  identifies  each  of  the  items  composing  the  Administrative  Records  upon  which  the 
selection  of  the  remedial  action  is  based. 

ASSESSMENT  OF  THE  SITE 

Risk  assessment  results  show  that  human  health  risks  were  identified  to  be  within  USEPA  risk 
guidelines  for  the  pathways  that  were  assessed.  Risk  to  on-site  ecosystems,  in  some  instances, 
were  found  to  be  outside  of  USEPA  risk  guidance;  however,  their  impacts  were  deemed 
acceptable. 

DESCRIPTION  OF  SELECTED  REMEDY 

“No  action”  is  the  selected  remedy  for  SPIA  monitored-area  groundwater,  AOC  41  groundwater, 
and  the  surface  water,  sediment,  and  soils  at  the  EOD,  Zulu,  and  Hotel  Ranges.  Under  this 
alternative,  no  formal  remedial  action  will  be  taken  and  the  site  will  be  left  “as  is,”  with  no 
additional  institutional  controls,  containment,  removal,  treatment,  or  other  nutigating  measures. 
Long-term  groundwater  monitoring  will  be  coriducted  at  the  site  under  this  “no  action”  ROD. 

The  Army  along  with  USEPA-New  England  and  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental 
Protection  (MADEP)  will  develop  and  implement  a  long-term  Integrated  Natural  Resources 
Management  Plan  and  a  Groundwater  Monitoring  Plan  for  the  South  Post  of  Fort  Devens.  These 
pl^  will  be  developed  within  6  months  of  ROD  signature. 

Should  the  Army  close  or  transfer  or  change  the  use  of  the  property  an  Envnronmental  Baseline 
Survey  (EBS)  will  be  conducted,  and  the  “no  action”  decision  of  this  ROD  will  be  re-examined  in 
light  of  the  changed  risk  factors  resulting  fi-om  this  closure/transfer.  The  EBS  will  be  provided  to 
the  USEPA-New  England  and  MADEP  for  comment. 

DECLARATION  STATEMENT 

No  remedial  action  is  necessary  to  ensure  the  protection  of  human  health  and  the  environment 
unless  the  land  use  changes.  Under  CERCLA,  any  action  that  results  in  contaminants  remaining 
on-site  must  be  reviewed  at  least  every  5  years.  During  5  year  reviews,  an  assessment  is  made  of 
whether  the  implemented  remedy  remains  protective  of  human  health  and  the  environment  and 
whether  alternative  remedial  actions  are  needed  to  ensure  adequate  protection. 
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June  18, 1996 


The  foregoing  represents  the  selection  of  a  remedial  action  by  the  Department  of  the  Army  and 
the  USEPA-New  England,  with  the  concurrence  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts 
(MADEP).  Concur  and  recommend  for  immediate  implementation; 

UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ARMY 


JAMES  C.  CHAMBERS 
"ort  Devens 

BRAC  Environmental  Coordinator 


Date 
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June  18, 1996 


The  foregoing  represents  the  selection  of  a  remedial  action  by  the  Department  of  the  Army  and 
the  USEPA-New  England,  with  the  concurrence  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts 
MADEP.  Concur  and  recommend  for  immediate  implementation: 

UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ARMY 


Devens  Reserve  Forces  Training  Area  (RFTA) 
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June  18, 1996 


The  foregoing  represents  the  selection  of  a  remedial  action  by  the  Department  of  the  Army  and 
the  USEPA-New  England,  with  the  concurrence  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts 
MADEP.  Concur  and  recommend  for  immediate  implementation: 

UNITED  STATES  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


Director  of  the  OfBce  of  Site  Remediation  and  Restoration 


/ 
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June  18, 1996 


DECLARATION  FOR  THE  RECORD  OF  DECISION 


BARNDM  ROAD  MAINTENANCE  YARDS 
AREAS  OF  CONTAMINATION  44  &  52 
FORT  DEVENS,  MASSACHUSETTS 


STATEMENT  OF  PURPOSE 


Fort  Devens  is  a  Comprehensive  Environmental  Response, 
Compensation  and  Liability  Act  (CERCLA)  National  Priorities  List 
site  which  is  located  in  Middlesex  and  Worcester  Counties  and  is 
within  the  Towns  of  Ayer,  Harvard,  Lancaster  and  Shirley, 
Massachusetts.  There  are  73  Study  Areas  (SAs)  and  Areas  of 
Contamination  (AOCs)  at  Fort  Devens  which  are  currently  under 
investigation. 

The  Record  of  Decision  relates  to  the  Barnum  Road  Maintenance 
Yards  (AOCs  44  &  52)  .  The  site  is  situated  in  the  northeast 
corner  of  the  Main  Post  near  the  Barnum  Gate  (Figure  1)  and 
approximately  one  mile  southwest  of  the  Town  of  Ayer  Route  2A/110 
intersection.  This  Decision  Document  presents  the  selected 
remedial  action  for  the  Barnum  Road  Maintenance  Yard  operable 
unit,  developed  in  accordance  with  the  CERCLA  of  1980,  as 
amended,  42  U.S.C.  §§  9601  ^  seq.  and  the  National  Oil  and 
Hazardous  Substance  Pollution  Contingency  Plan  (NCP)  ,  to  the 
extent  practicable,  as  amended,  40  C.F.R.  Part  300.  The  Fort 
Devens  Base  Realignment  and  Closure  (BRAC)  Environmental 
Coordinator,  the  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Army 
(Environmental,  Safety,  and  Occupational  Health),  and  the  USEPA 
Region  . I  Administrator  have  been  delegated  the  authority  to 
approve  this  Record  of  Decision. 

The  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  has  concurred  with  the  selected 
remedy.  A  copy  of  the  declaration  of  concurrence  is  included  as 
Appendix  D  of  this  ROD. 

STATEMENT  OF  BASIS 

This  decision  is  based  on  the  Administrative  Record  which  has 
been  developed  in  accordance  with  Section  113  (k)  of  CERCLA.  The 
Administrative  -Record  is  available  for  public  review  at  the  Fort 
Devens  BRAC  Environmental  Office,  Building  P12,  Fort  Devens, 
Massachusetts,  and  at  the  Ayer  Town  Hall,  Main  Street,  Ayer, 
Massachusetts.  The  Administrative  Record  Index  (Appendix  E  of 
the  ROD)  identifies  each  of  the  items  comprising  the 
Administrative  Record  upon  which  the  selection  of  the  remedial 
action  is  based. 
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ASSESSMENT  OF  THE  SITE 


Actual  or  threatened  releases  of  hazardous  substances  from  the 
Maintenance  Yards,  if  not  addressed  by  implementing  the  response 
action  selected  in  this  ROD,  may  present  an  imminent  and 
substantial  endangerment  to  the  public  health  or  welfare  or  to 
the  environment. 

DESCRIPTION  OF  THE  SELECTED  REMEDY 

This  ROD  sets  forth  the  selected  remedy  for  the  Maintenance  Yards 
which  will  address  the  contaminated  surface  soils  and  soils 
associated  with  two  known  releases  (hot  spot  areas)  at  the 
Maintenance  Yards. 

Manor  Components  of  the  Selected  Remedy 

•  Excavate  surface  soil  (top  two  feet  across  the  site) , 

•  Excavate  the  two  hot  spot  areas, 

•  Stockpile  soils  for  sampling  and  analysis, 

•  Cold  mix  asphalt  batch  soils  exceeding  site  cleanup 
levels  of  7  ppm  (average)  total  carcinogenic 
polynuclear  aromatic  hydrocarbons  (cPAHs)  and  500  ppm 
total  petroleum  hydrocarbon  compounds  (TPHC) , 

•  Backfill  excavations  with  uncontaminated  stockpiled 
soil  and  then  place  the  asphalt  batched  material, 

•  Apply  a  pavement  wearing  course, 

•  Expand  the  existing  stormwater  collection  system, 

•  Perform  groundwater  monitoring, 

•  As  a  precautionary  measure,  institute  the  following 
deed  restrictions: 

1)  prohibit  ■  residential  development/use  of  the 
Maintenance  Yards, 

2)  minimize  the  possibility  of  long-teirm  (working 
lifetime)  exposure  to  subsurface  soils,  and 

3)  require  management  of  soils  resulting  from 
construction  related  activities. 

The  selected  remedy  involves  excavating  the  top  two  feet  of  soil 
across  the  Maintenance  Yards  and  contaminated  soils  associated 
with  two  hot  spot  areas  (a  reported  release  of  "mogas”  [motor 
vehicle  gasoline]  and  leakage  from  a  1,000-gallon  underground 
waste  oil  storage  tank) .  Excavated  soil  will  be  placed  in  piles 
at  the  site  for  sampling  and  analysis. 

Soils  which  exceed  site  cleanup  levels  will  be  cold  mix  asphalt 
batched.  Cold  mix  asphalt  batching  is  a  technology  that  entails 
recycling  petroleum  contaminated  soil  into  bituminous  paving  or 
road  base  product  at  ambient  temperatures.  Soil  with  contaminant 
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concentrations  below  the  cleanup  criteria  will  be  placed  back  in 
the  excavation  area.  The  asphalt  batched  material  will  be  placed 
over  the  backfill  as  a  base/subbase  pavement  course  for  parkina 
lot  construction  at  the  Maintenance  Yards.  Asphalt  batching  will 
immobilize  the  contaminants  exceeding  cleanup  levels  present  in 
the  top  two  feet,  thus  minimizing  direct  contact/ ingestion  and 
inhalation  of  the  soils  having  a  carcinogenic  risk.  Excavatina 
and  asphalt  batching  soil  from  the  hot  spot  areas  will  reduce  the 
mobility  of  contaminants  present  in  the  highest  concentrations  at 
the  Maintenance  Yards.  Placement  of  the  asphalt  batched  soils 
onto  the  surface  of  the  Maintenance  Yards  will  also  minimize  the 
potential  migration  of  contaminants  to  the  groundwater  through 
the  construction  of  a  low  permeable  pavement  barrier. 

The  Army  has  chosen  to  add  a  pavement  wearing  course  for  a 
vehicle  parking  surface  over  the  asphalt  batched  material  as  part 
of  the  selected  remedy.  Addition  of  the  wearing  course  will 
ensure  the  integrity  of  the  asphalt  batched  material  as  a  parkina 
lot  base  for  current  and  future  property  use.  y 

Applying  the  asphalt  batched  material  and  pavement  wearing  course 
to  the  Maintenance  Yards  will  increase  the  amount  of  runoff 
during  rain  events.  Therefore  the  selected  remedy  will  include 
expansion  of  the  existing  stormwater  collection  system. 

^  detention  basin  and  flow  reducers  will  need  to  be 
incorporated  into  the  design  to  minimize  wetland  impacts. 

Sampling  and  analysis  of  groundwater  from  existing  wells  at  the 
Maintenance  Yards  will  be  performed  yearly  for  a  period  of  five 
years  upon  coininenceinent  of  remedial  activities. 

As  a  precautionary  measure,  institutional  controls  in  the  form  of 
deed  restrictions  will  be  implemented  to  prevent  potential 

may  result  in  risk  of  harm  to  health,  safety 
public  welfare  or  the  environment.  These  restrictions  will 
include: 

1.  No  residential  development/use  of  the  Maintenance  Yards  will 
be  permitted.  The  quantitative  risk  evaluation  and  established 
cleanup  level  assume  the  property  will  remain  zoned  for 
commercial/ industrial  use. 

2.  Removal  of  the  2-foot  cover  or  an  asphaltic  barrier  from  the 
Maintenance  Yards  will  be  prohibited  to  prevent  surface  soil 
ej^osure  to  existing  subsurface  soils  (2 -foot  to  5-foot  level)  . 

This  deed  restriction  will  be  implemented  as  a  precautionary 
measure  to  minimize  the  possibility  of  long-term  (working 

exposure  to  subsurface  soils.  This  restriction  will 
not  apply  to  excavations  undertaken  in  connection  with 
construction  of  buildings  or  other  structures,  utilities, 

+-!!«  other  construction  related  purpose  where 

cover  is  penetrated  and/ or  temporarily  removed  and  protection 
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from  long-term  exposure  to  subsurface  soil  is  not  jeopardized. 

To  comply  with  this  deed  restriction,  the  2 -foot  layer  of  cover 
material  (which  may  consist  of  one  or  combination  of  "clean”  site 
soil  used  as  backfill,  asphalt  batched  material,  off-site 
soils/aggregate  and  bituminous  pavement)  will  remain  over  the 
subsurface  soil  (existing  2-  to  5-foot  soil  level)  to  minimize 
direct  contact/ingestion  to  the  present  subsurface  soils.  The 
continuity  of  the  paved  surface  need  not  be  maintained  providing 
the  cover  thickness  of  2  feet  is  provided.  As  an  alternative,  a 
continuous  and  maintained  paved  surface  which  would  prevent 
exposure  to  subsurface  soils  could  be  substituted  for  the  2-foot 
thick  cover. 

This  restriction  also  would  not  apply  to  excavation  and  use  that 
is  within  the  scope  of  any  authorized  response  action.  The  deed 
restriction  may  be  nullified,  as  approved  by  the  regulatory 
agencies,  should  there  be  future  evidence  showing  that 
contaminant  levels  within  the  2-  to  5-foot  soil  zone  are  below 
site  surface  soil  cleanup  levels. 

3.  Excavation  below  2  feet  at  the  Maintenance  Yards,  subsequent 
to  completion  of  the  remedial  action  established  in  this  ROD, 
will  require: 

a.  Development  and  implementation  of  a  Health  and  Safety 
Plan  for  the  work  area;  and 

b.  Development  and  implementation  of  a  Sampling  and 
Analysis  Plan  for  management  of  the  excavated  soils  in 
accordance  with  the  following: 

Where  reuse  of  soil  within  the  Maintenance  Yards  is 
intended,  sampling  and  analysis  of  stockpiled  soils 
excavated  below  2  feet  will  follow  criteria  detailed  in  this 
ROD  for  hot  spot  area  soils.  Soils  with  contaminants 
exceeding  the  500  ppm  cleanup  level  for  TPHC  will  be  treated 
in  a  manner  consistent  with  this  ROD.  Soils  with 
contaminants  below  the  established  cleanup  level  may  be 
returned  to  the  excavation.  Soil  excavated  below  2  feet  but 
returned  to  the  top  2  feet  (as  surface  soil)  must  also  be 
sampled,  analyzed  and,  if  required,  treated  for  cPAH 
contaminants  as  detailed  in  this  ROD. 

Where  reuse  of  soil  outside  the  Maintenance  Yards  is 
intended,  sampling/analysis  and  action  levels  for  stockpiled 
soils  excavated  below  2  feet  will  follow  criteria  governed 
by  the  regulations  or  policies  in  effect  for  the  final 
disposal  area. 
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DEGr.ARATION 


The  selected  remedy  is  protective  of  the  human  health  and  the 
environment,  attains  federal  and  state  requirements  that  are 
applicable  or  relevant  and  appropriate  for  this  remedial  action, 
and  is  cost  effective.  This  remedy  satisfies  the  statutory 
preference  for  remedies  that  utilize  treatment  as  a  principal 
element  to  reduce  the  toxicity,  mobility,  or  volume  of  hazardous 
substances.  In  addition,  this  remedy  utilizes  permanent 
solutions  and  innovative  treatment  technologies  to  the  maximum 
extent  practicable. 
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The  foregoing  represents  the  selection  of  a  remedial  action  by 
the  Department  of  the  Army  and  the  United  States  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Region  I,  with  the  Concurrence  of  the 
Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental 
Protection.  Concur  and  recommend  for  immediate  implementation: 


UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ARMY 
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The  foregoing  represents  the  selection  of  a  remedial  action  by 
the  Department  of  the  Army  and  the  United  States  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Region  I,  with  the  Concurrence  of  the 
Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental 
Protection.  Concur  and  recommend  for  immediate  implementation: 
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The  foregoing  represents  the  selection  of  a  remedial  action  by 
the  Department  of  the  Army  and  the  United  States  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Region  I,  with  the  concurrence  of  the 
Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  Department  of  Environmental 
Protection.  Concur  and  recommend  for  immediate  implementation 


U.S.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


JOHN  P.  DEVILLARS 
Regional  Administrator 
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